Google 


This  is  a  digital  copy  of  a  book  that  was  preserved  for  generations  on  library  shelves  before  it  was  carefully  scanned  by  Google  as  part  of  a  project 

to  make  the  world's  books  discoverable  online. 

It  has  survived  long  enough  for  the  copyright  to  expire  and  the  book  to  enter  the  public  domain.  A  public  domain  book  is  one  that  was  never  subject 

to  copyright  or  whose  legal  copyright  term  has  expired.  Whether  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  may  vary  country  to  country.  Public  domain  books 

are  our  gateways  to  the  past,  representing  a  wealth  of  history,  culture  and  knowledge  that's  often  difficult  to  discover. 

Marks,  notations  and  other  maiginalia  present  in  the  original  volume  will  appear  in  this  file  -  a  reminder  of  this  book's  long  journey  from  the 

publisher  to  a  library  and  finally  to  you. 

Usage  guidelines 

Google  is  proud  to  partner  with  libraries  to  digitize  public  domain  materials  and  make  them  widely  accessible.  Public  domain  books  belong  to  the 
public  and  we  are  merely  their  custodians.  Nevertheless,  this  work  is  expensive,  so  in  order  to  keep  providing  tliis  resource,  we  liave  taken  steps  to 
prevent  abuse  by  commercial  parties,  including  placing  technical  restrictions  on  automated  querying. 
We  also  ask  that  you: 

+  Make  non-commercial  use  of  the  files  We  designed  Google  Book  Search  for  use  by  individuals,  and  we  request  that  you  use  these  files  for 
personal,  non-commercial  purposes. 

+  Refrain  fivm  automated  querying  Do  not  send  automated  queries  of  any  sort  to  Google's  system:  If  you  are  conducting  research  on  machine 
translation,  optical  character  recognition  or  other  areas  where  access  to  a  large  amount  of  text  is  helpful,  please  contact  us.  We  encourage  the 
use  of  public  domain  materials  for  these  purposes  and  may  be  able  to  help. 

+  Maintain  attributionTht  GoogXt  "watermark"  you  see  on  each  file  is  essential  for  in  forming  people  about  this  project  and  helping  them  find 
additional  materials  through  Google  Book  Search.  Please  do  not  remove  it. 

+  Keep  it  legal  Whatever  your  use,  remember  that  you  are  responsible  for  ensuring  that  what  you  are  doing  is  legal.  Do  not  assume  that  just 
because  we  believe  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  the  United  States,  that  the  work  is  also  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  other 
countries.  Whether  a  book  is  still  in  copyright  varies  from  country  to  country,  and  we  can't  offer  guidance  on  whether  any  specific  use  of 
any  specific  book  is  allowed.  Please  do  not  assume  that  a  book's  appearance  in  Google  Book  Search  means  it  can  be  used  in  any  manner 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Copyright  infringement  liabili^  can  be  quite  severe. 

About  Google  Book  Search 

Google's  mission  is  to  organize  the  world's  information  and  to  make  it  universally  accessible  and  useful.   Google  Book  Search  helps  readers 
discover  the  world's  books  while  helping  authors  and  publishers  reach  new  audiences.  You  can  search  through  the  full  text  of  this  book  on  the  web 

at|http: //books  .google  .com/I 


^^ 


r 


I 


/ 


I 


INDEX 


TO  THE 


REPORTS  OF  THE  COMMITTEES 


OF 


THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


FOR  THE 


SECOND  SESSION  OF  THE  FORTY- SECOND  CONGRESS. 


1871-'72. 


nr  FOUR  YOLTTHES. 

Voluine  1  contaisB  Nos.  6  to  233,  iuclasive,  except  Nos.  41, 183,  and  2S7. 
Volume  2  containa  No.  41,  Parts  1,  3, 3, 4,  5,  6, 7,  6, 9, 10, 11, 13,  aad  13. 
Volmne  3  eontainB  No.  183. 
Vohuue  4  cootainB  No.  337,  Farts  1, 3,  and  3. 


WASHINGTON: 

aOTSBNUENT   PBINTINO  OFFIOB. 

1872. 


INDEX 


TO 


THE     REPORTS  OF  THE  COMMITTEES 


OF  THB 


SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


FOR  THK 


SECOND  SESSION  FORTY-SECOND  CONGRESS. 


1871-1872. 


Subject. 


A. 

A  1.     On  the  bill  (S.  196)  fur  the  relief  of  tlie  owners  of  bark 

Abbott.     On  tbe-  memorial  of  Joseph  C 

Adams.     On  tbe  bUl  ( H.  R.  2046)  for  the  relief  of  Theodore 

Alcom.     On.  tbe  petition  of  William , 

Allen  &,  Co.     On  the  memorial  of  D.  B 

Allen.     On  tbe  bill  (S.  426)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 

Arkfluosas.  Heport  of  the  Committee  on  Sonthem  Outrages^  presenting 
eert^n  teetimony  ffiven  before  their  committee,  and  affecting  the  stand- 
ing of  T»ne  of  the  Senators  and  certain  members  of  the  Hoase  of  Rep- 
resentatives from : 

Army.     On  Senate  bill  No.  260,  with  the  petition  of  loyal  citizens  of 
liondonn  County,  Virginia,  prayingcompensation  for  property  destroyed 

by  fire,  and  for  live  stock  taken  for  the  ase  of  the 

Armstronc.     On  the  petition  of  Mary.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  879) 

Arms  by  Ordnance  Department.    On  the  sale  of 

B. 

BaiLey .     On  the  bill  ( H.  R.  1288)  for  the  relief  of  Sluman  S 

Baker,  of  Saint  John's,  Michigan.    On  the  petition  and  papers  for  the  re- 
lief ofTimothy.    (To accompany  bills.  956) 

Baker.     On  the  bill  (H.  R.  112)  for  tbe  relief  of  G.  S 

Bark  A  1.    On  the  bUl  (S.  196)  for  the  relief  of  the  owners  of 

On8enatebill835,  for  the  relief  of  Cecelia 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1564)  for  the.relief  of  William  F 

BateUe  Sl  Evans.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1700)  for  the  relief  of 

Best.     On  the  petition  of  Dr.  J.  Milton 

Bestor.     On  the  petition  of  George  C.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  107) 

BiUa  for  raifling  revenue.    In  relation  to  the  prerogative  of  the  House  to 
orip^inate 

Bitter  Root  Valley,  in  the  Territory  of  Montana.    On  the  bill  (H.  R. 
2G23)  to  provide  for  the  removal  of  the  Flathead  and  other  Indians 

Black,  and  Albert  R.  Cooper.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  887)  for  the  relief  of 
Samnel 

Blake.    On  the  bill  (S.  952)  to  advance  Homer  C 

Blaachard.    On  the  memorial  of  William.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  674).. 
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Subject. 


Blood.    On  the  petition  of  Caleb  H 

Blodgett.    On  tne  credentials  of  Foster 

Boehmler.    On  the  bill  (S.  884)  for  the  relief  of  the  sureties  of  Frederick 

Bonds  burned  in  Spitzendorf,  Germany.  On  the  petition  in  relation  to  cer- 
tain.   (To  accompany  bill  S.  1071) 

Boswell.  On  the  petition  of  Benjamin  Cooley  and  James  W.  (To  ac- 
com^ny  bill  S.  911) 

Botts,  Kosalie  S.  Lewis,  Isabella  McLean  Lewis,  and  Mary  Minor  Hoxsey, 
heirs-at-law  of  John  Minor  Botts.  On  the  petition  of  Beverly  M.  (To 
accompany  bill  S.760) 

Boyle.    On  the  memorial  of  Ann  £ 

Braine.    On  the  claim  of  Commodore  D.  L.   (To  accompany  bill  S.  1062). 

Braden.    On  the  bill  (S.  166)  for  the  relief  of  David 

Broadus.    On  the  memorial  of  William 

Brossman.    On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  £.  J 

Brown.    On  the  petition  of  John  B.  Wolf  and  Jacob  H 

Brown.    On  the  memorial  of  D.  Jay.   (To  accompany  bill  S.  197) 

Bnehanan.  On  the  memorial  of  Mrs.  F.  Selina.  (To  accompany  bill  S. 
1106) 


C. 

Caldwell,  of  Kansas.    On  the  election  of  Senator  Alexander 

Calvert.    On  the  bill  (S.  1162)  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Edward  N 

Cameron  and  Emma  S.  Cameron.  On  the  petition  and  papers  of  James. 
(To  accompany  bill  S.  953) 

Campbell.    On  the  bill  (S.  352)  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  H 

Campbell.    On  the  bill  (S.  752)  grantinpr  a  pension  to  Peter 

Carondelet,  now  merged  in  the  city  of  Saint  Louis.  On  the  petition  of 
thecitvof.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  420) 

Carbangh.    On  the  bill  (S.  989)  granting  a  pension  to  John 

Chilty.  On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  £.  J.  Brossman,  requesting  the  refund* 
ing  of  certain  taxes  paid  to  Captain  F.  J.P 

Claims  of  certain  northern  creditors.  On  the  bill  (S.  160)  relative  to  the.. 

Clark,  widow  of  Leonard  Clark.  On  the  petition  of  Mary  M.  (To  ac- 
company bill  S.  230)  

Clayton.  On  the  investigation  of  certain  charge^  against  the  Hon.  Pow- 
ell  


Vol. 


Cochran.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2900)  for  the  relief  of  Silas  D 

Cole.    On  the  bill  (S.  94)  for  the  relief  of  Miss  Keturah 

Colledge.    On  the  memorial  of  William  H.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  200) . . 

Comparet.    On  the  petition  of  Theodore  S.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  494). 

Constitution.  On  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Represf^ntatives  in  re- 
lation to  the  true  intent  and  purpose  of  that  clause  of  the,  which  re- 
quires that  all  bUls  for  raising  revenue  shall  originate  in  the  House  of 

•  Representatives 

Contractors  for  the  construction  of  vessels  of  war.  On  the  bill  (S.  134) 
for  the  relief  of  certain 

Cooley  and  James  W.  Boswell.  On  the  petition  of  Benjamin.  (To  ac- 
company bill  8.  911) - 

Cooper.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2417)  granting  a  pension  to  Abraham 

Cooper.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  887)  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  Black  and 
Albert  R 

Correspondence  by  telegraph  and  to  connect  the  telegraph  with  the 
postal  service.   On  the  bill  (S.  341 )  to  reduce  the  rates  of 

Cowan  and  Dickinson.    On  the  bill  (S.  96)  for  the  relief  of 

Cowper.    On  the  memorial  of  L.  C.  P 

Cuba.  On  the  bill  (S.  706)  to  authorize  the  continuance  of  mail-steam- 
ship service  between  the  United  Stat«s  and 

Curtis.  On  the  memorial  and  papers  for  the  payment  of  vouchers  at 
Lawrence,  Kansas,  for  the  erection  of  works  of  defense,  under  the 
command  of  Major  General.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  807 ) 

D. 

Dailey.    On  the  claim  of  J.  and  C.  M.   (To  accompany  bill  S.  868) , 

Davis.    On  bill  (8.  No.  451)  for  the  relief  of  Jefferson  W 
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Subject. 


Dimpfel.    On  tlie  petition  of  Frederick  P.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  156).. 

Dock  and  buildins  yards.    (See  International  Steamship  Company) 

Donlap.    On  bill  ( S.  599)  granting  a  pension  to  Julia  Belle 

Dorfee  &  Peck.    On  the  claims  of  Messis.   (To  accompany  bill  S.  1088).. 

E. 

East  Tennessee  University.    On  bill  (S.  490)  for  the  relief  of  the 

Elliaon.    On  the  petition  of  James  M 

EmeraoD.    On  the  memorial  of  John  B.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  138) 

F. 

Farrell,  of  Peoria,  Illinois.  On  bill  (H.  R.  1942)  for  the  relief  of  D.  C . . . . 
Female  suffrage.     Report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Judiciary  relative  to 

the  fifteenth  amendinent 

llathead,  and  other  Indians  from  the  Bitter-Root  Valley.    On  bill  (H.  R. 

2623)  to  provide  for  the  removal  of  the 

Fowle.    On  the  memorial  of  Joseph  W.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  646) 

Franks.    On  the  petition  of  Margaret  B«   (To  accompany  bill  S.  983) 

Frank.    On  the  claim  of  Julins 

Freshonr.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1816)  for  an  increase  of  pension  to  William. 
French  Arms  Investigation.    Report  of  Select  Committee  on  the 


Vol.    No. 


G. 

Oalpin.     On  the  bill  (8. 103)  for  the  relief  of  Henry  N. 

Garrard  and  others.    On  the  memorial  of  T.  T.   (To  accompany  bill  S.  161 ) 

Gates.    On  the  bUl  (H.  R.  1944)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  T 

Gerry.    On  the  petition  of  Elbridge.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  636) 

Gibbons,  sr.    On  the  petition  of  Francis  A.   (To  accompany  bill  S.  873) . . 

Oibeon.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2397)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret  C 

Gilmer.    On  the  memorial  of  Lizzie.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  610) 

Goodrich.    On  the  petition  of  Reuben.  -   (To  accompany  bill  S.  990) 

Grant  &  Co.    On  the  claim  of  A 

Gray.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  895)  granting  a  pension  to  Hannah 

Green.    On  bill  (H.  R.  639)  for  the  relief  of  Jane  A 


H. 

Hardie.  On  bill  (S.  807)  with  extracts  from  the  report  of  Brevet  Mi^or 
General 

Harper,  of  Houston ,  Texas.    On  the  petition  of  Samuel , 

Harrison.    On  the  bill  (S.  217)  for  the  relief  of  Rebecca  S 

Harrold.    On  the  petition  of  James  A 

Hedley.    On  the  petition  of  Edward 

Hepburn.    On  the  memorial  of  Phosbe.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  201) 

Hess.    On  the  petition  of  Bernard 

Hester.    On  the  petition  of  John  D 

Hipkins.    On  the  petition  of  John  A , 

HoUis.    On  the  bill  (S.  1042)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 

House  of  Representatives  in  relation  to  the  prerogative  of  the  House  to 
originate  bills  for  raising  revenue.  Report  of  the  Committee  on  Priv- 
Ueges  and  Elections  on  the  resolution  of  the 

Hanter.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1198)  granting  a  pension  to  Ann 

Hutchison.    On  the  petition  of  Cicero  Sims,  guardian  of  William 

I. 

Ingersoll  Sc  Graham.    On  the  bill  (S.  355)  referring  the  claim  of 

Internal  taxes,  and  for  other  purposes.    On  bill  (S.  362)  to  reduce . . . 

International  Steamship  Company,  for  creating  dock  and  building-yards. 
Letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  recommending  the  proposals  ot 
the.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1098) 

Invalid  pensioners.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  991)  for  the  relief  of  certain 
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Sabject 


K«. 


J. 

Jackson,  of  Tennessee.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2042)  for  the  relief  of  Fannie 
M 

Jaqneee.  On  the  bill  (S.  59)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  settle  and  pay  the  accounts  of  Colonel  James  F 

•(phnson  &  Co.    On  the  petition  of  Lewis.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  204). 

Joy.    On  the  petition  of  James  F.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  554) 

Jones.    On  the  petition  of  George  W , 

Juniata  County,  Pennsylvania,  praying  Congress  to  allow  a  pension  to 
John  Carbangh.    On  the  petition  of  citizens  of 

'   K. 

Kearsarge.    On  bill  (8. 579)  for  the  relief  of  the  officers  and  crew  of  the 

United  States  steamer 

Kelly.    On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Fanny.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  13) , 

Kirk.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2255)  for  the  relief  of  W.  H 

Kleinman.    On  the  petition  uf  Dayid 

Ku-Klux  conspiracy.    (See  Southern  Outrages. )  \ 

L. 

Lanman.    On  the  petition    of  Rear- Admiral  Joseph.    (To  accompany 

biU  8.  164) 

Langford.    On  the  bill  (S.  744)  for  the  relief  of  Wm.  G 

Lathrop.    On  the  petition  of  Elizabeth  S 

Lawrence,  Kansas,  for  the  erection  of  works  of  defense.    On  the  memorial 

and  papers  for  the  payment  of  vouchers  at.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  607) 
LeCaze  i&  Mallet.    On  the  petition  of  Frederick  Mallet,  administrator  of 

James  Le  Caze,  surviving  partner  of 

Lee.    On  bill  ( U.  R.  892)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret 

Levees  on  the  Mississippi  River.    On  the • 

Lewis,  Isabella  McLean  Lewis,  and  Mary  Minor  Hoxsy,  heirs-at-law  of 

John  Minor  Botts.    On  the  petition  of  Beverly  M.  Botts.    Rosalie  S. 

(To  accompany  bill  S.  760) 

Lewis.    On  the  bill  (S.  95)  for  the  relief  of  Minerva 

Lewis  Johnson  &  Company.    On  the  petitition  of.    (To  accompany  bill 

8.204) 

Lockwood.    On  bill  (8.  24L)    For  the  relief  of  Chauncy  M 

Loudoun  County,  Virginia.    On  Senate  bill  260,  with  the  petition  of 

loyal  citizens  of , 

Lowry.    On  the  memorial  of  Robert.    (To  accompany  bill  8.  929) , 

M. 

Mail  steamship  service  between  San  Francisco  and  China.    On  bill  S. 

470.)    Authorizing  an  increase  of  United  States 

Mail  steamship  service  between  the  United  States  and  Australia.    On  bill 

S.  49.)    Autnorizing  the  establishment  of  ocean 

Mail  steamship  service  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico.    On  bill 

(S.  507.)    Authorizing  the  establishment  of  ocean 

Mail  steamship  service  between  the  United  States  and  Cuba.    On  Senate 

bill  706,  to  authorize  the  continuance  of 

Marks.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2777.)    For  the  relief  of  the  sureties  of  S.  F. . 

Mason.    On  the  petition  of  John  Thompson 

Mason.    On  the  petition  and  papers  of  John  Thompson 

Merchant  dt  Co.    On  bill  (S.  199)  for  the  relief  of  L 

Merchant  &>  Co.    On  the  memorial  of  L ' 

Michigan  and  Indiana.    On  the  petition  of  the  Pottawatomie  Indians 

remaining  in 

Military  reservation  at  Point  San  Josd.    On  the  bill  (S.  755)  for  the 

relief  of  the  former  occupants  of  the  present 

Millin.    On  the  petition  or  A.  Gordon.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1074) 

Miller.     On  the  bill   (H.  R.  1865)  for  the  relief  of  the  sureties  of 

James  T 
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Subject. 


Miloiie.    On  the  Senate  bill  720.    For  the  relief  of  John 

Kilwaokee,  for  increaBO  of  pensions  to  those  who  are  totally  disabled. 

On  a  petition  adopted  at  a  public  meeting  in • 

ICtehell.    On  bill  (S.  414)  for  the  relief  of  William  8 

MiteheU.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1551)  for  the  relief  of  S.  B.  George,  and 

JohnW 

MisBiaBippi  River.     On  the  levees  of  the 

McCormick.    On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Elizabeth  B 

McDonald.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2339.)    Granting  a  pension  to  Ada  H  

McLeod.    On  bill  (S.  1017)  for  the  relief  of  Alex 

McMnllin.    On  the  petition  of  Mary  J 

McQnown.    On  the  petition  of  Dr.  John  H.    (To  accompany  bill  H.  R. 

2032) 

Morey.    On  bill  (S.  761)  granting  a  pension  to  Robert  A 

M<«T]s.    On  the  petition  of  James 

Morrison.    On  the  bill  (S.  526)  for  the  relief  of  Ambrose 

N. 

Havy  penbion  fnnd.  On  bill  (8. 162)  to  refund  certain  moneys  now  stand- 
ing to  the  credit  of  the 

Mevada,  asking  for  an  appropriation  of  $6,000  to  compensate  J.  A. 
Thompson  for  carryingthe  United  States  mail  from  Plaoerville,  Cali- 
lomia,  to  Carson  Valley,  in  Utah  Territory.  Resolution  of  the  State 
of.    (To  accompany  bill  8.  806) 

Nevada,  asking  an  appropriation.  On  the  petition  and  papers  of  the  State 
of.    (To  accompany  bill  8. 1089) 

New  York  Custom-House  Investigation.  Report  of  the  Committee  on 
Investi«fction  and  Retrenchment,  relative  to  the (parts  1, 2,  and  3) 

Nixon,  of  West  Virginia.    On  bill  (8.  618)  for  the  relief  of  Wm 

Northern  creditors.    On  the  bill  (8. 160)  relative  to  claims  of  certain 

*^  Norton  post-marking  and  postage-canceling  machine,"  now  in  use  by 
the  Post-Office  Department.    In  relation  to  the 

Norwood.    On  the  credentials  of  Thomas  M 

O. 

Ojibwav.  A  bill  to  establish  the  Territory  of.  (To  accompany  bill  S. 
360) 

Otis,  of  Indiana.  On  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Henry.  (To  accom- 
pany bill  8.97) 

P. 

Palmer's  name  above  that  of  Doctor  Ninian  Pinkney.  Relative  to  plac- 
ing Doctor  James  C 

Parish  &,  Co.  On  the  memorial  of  J.  W.  (To  accompany  joint  resolution 
8.159) 

Pensions  to  those  who  are  totally  disabled.  On  a  petition  signed  at  a 
public  meeting  in  Milwaukee,  for  an  increase  of 

Pensioners.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  991)  for  the  relief  of  certain  invalid 

Phelps.    On  the  petition  of  Harlow  J.    (To  accompany  bill  8.  485) 

Pinkney.  Relative  to  placing  Doctor  James  C.  Palmer's  name  above 
that  of  Doctor  Ninian...: 

Plaoerville,  California,  to  Carson  Valley,  in  Utah  Territory.  On  the  re- 
solution of  the  State  of  Nevada,  asking  for  an  appropriation  of  |6,000 
to  compensate  J.  A.  Thompson  for  carrying  the  United  States  mail 
from.    (To  accompany  bill  8.  806) 

Plnnkett.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  435)  to  authorize  the  restoration  of  George. 

Point  San  Jos^  On  the  bill  (8.  755)  for  the  relief  of  the  former  occu- 
pants of  the  present  military  reservation  at 

Pomeroy,  by  the  legislature  of  Kansas  in  1867.  On  the  election  of  Senar 
tor,aC , 

Pond.    On  the  memorial  of  Mrs.  Harriet  W.  (To  accompany  bill  8. 1161). 

Post-Ofllce  Department.  In  relation  to  the  '*  Norton^post-marking  and 
postage-canceling  machine  "  now  in  use  by  the ! 
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139 

111 
217 
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138 
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120 
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172 


114 

224 

210 
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INDEX. 


Subject. 


Pottawatomie  Indians  remaining  in  Michigan  and  Indiana.    On  the  pe- 

tition  of  the.     (To  accompany  bill  S.  944) 

Potts.    On  the  memorial  of  John.  (To  accompany  bill  S.  908) 

Power.    On  the  petition  of  Jacob  P 

Powell.    On  the  petition  of  Levi  J.    (To  accompany  bill  8. 1172) 

Pratt.    On  the  petition  of  Milo.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  8%) 

Pngh.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2418)  granting  a  pension  to  Nancy  £ 

R 

Ransomi  as  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina.  On  the  resola- 
lution  in  regard  to  the  pay  of  the  Hon.  Matt  W 

Recusant  witnesses.    (See  Southern  Outrages.) 

Red  Bear,  a  chief  of  the  Pembina  baud  of  Chippewa  Indians.  On' Senate 
bill  No.  788,  for  the  relief  of .* 

fiedd.    On  the  memorial  of  Thomas  M.    (To  accompany  biU  S.  692) 

RecTes.    On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Annie  Dorsey 

Heinfort.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2416)  granting  a  pension  to  Andrew 

JKevenue.  Report  of  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections  on  the 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  in  relation  to  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  House  to  originate  bills  for  raising 

Reynolds.    On  bill  (S.  670)  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  W 

Roberts.    On  the  memorial  of  Brevet  Brigadier  General  B.  S 

Roberts.    On  the  petition  of  Manuel 

Rogers.    On  the  petition  for  the  relief  of  C.  E.    (To  accompany  bill  S. 


Ropes  &  Co.|  and  other  importers  of  Bost<on,  for  refund  of  duties  on  Rus- 
sia hemp.    On  the  application  of  William 

Views  of  the  minority (part  2) 

Rose.    On  bill  (S.  858)  granting  a  pension  to  Jonn  B 

Rose.    On  the  petition  of  Leonard  J 

Russell.    On  the  petition  of  Dr.  Leonidas 

Russia  and  the  United  States.  On  the  application  of  William  Ropes  &. 
Co.,  for  refund  of  duties  on  Russia  hemp,  in  violation  of  treaty  stipu- 
lations between  the  Empire  of 

Views  of  the  minority (part2) 

s. 

Sabin.    On  the  bill  (S.  1151)  for  extension  of  patent  to  Henry  W 

San  Francisco  and  China.    On  bill  (S.  470)  authorizing  an  increase  of 

United  States  mail-steamship  service  between 

Sarvant.    On  the  petition  of  Sarah 

Scott  and  others.    On  the  memorial  of  John  M.    (To  accompany  bill  S. 


749) 


No. 


Scott.    On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1197)  granting  a  pension  to  Captain  Henry  M.. 

Secretary  of  the  Navy,  recommending  the  proposals  of  the  International 
Steamship  Company  for  creating  dock  and  building  yards.  Letter 
of  the.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1098) 

Segar.    On  the  claims  of  Joseph.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  889) 

Sheridan.  On  Senate  bill  No.  260,  with  the  petition  of  loyal  citizens  of 
Loudoun  County,  Virginia,  praying  compensation  tor  property  de- 
stroyed by  fire,  and  for  live-stock  taken  for  the  use  of  the  Army,  or 
sold  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States,  by  order  of  General 

Sims,  guardian  of  William  Hutchison.  On  the  petitionof  Cicero.  (To 
accompany  bill  S.  954) 

jSioux  Indians  in  Minnesota.  On  the  claim  of  J.  and  C.  M.  Dailey  for 
goods  and  provisions  furnished  the.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  868) 

Smith  and  Halcyon  Skinner.    On  bill  (S.  476)  for  the  extension  of  letters-  ', 
patent  to  Alexander | 

Smith.    On  the  claim  of  John  W i 

Smith.    On  bill  (S.  79)  for  the  relief  of  Dudley  D ! 

Southern  outrages.    Relative  to  certain  recusant  witnesses 

Report  of  the  majority  and  minority  of  the  committee  on . . .  (part  1) 
relative  to  Noi*th  Carolina  and  report  of  trials  at  Raleigh .  (part  2) 
in  relation  to  South  Caroliua (parts  3,4,5) 
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IX 


Subject. 


Soothem  ontraces. 

in  relation  to  Georgia (parts  6, 7) 

in  relation  to  Alabama (parts  8,9,10) 

in  relation  to  Mississippi (parts  11,12) 

in  relation  to  Florida (part  13) 

Spencer.     On  the  petition  of  Charles  and  Henry  W.    (To  accompany 

bUlS.  687) 

Spencer.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1274^  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  F 

Spitzendorfy  Germany.    On  tlie  petition  in  relation  to  certain  United 

Stales  bonds  bnrn^  in.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1071 ) 

Spring,  of  Waterville,  Maine.  On  the  petition  of  Sarah  L.  (To  accom- 
pany bUl  S.  905)  

Stafford.    On  the  memorial  of  Sarah  S.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1060) . . . 

Sterens.     On  bill  (H.  1565)  for  relief  of  Naomi 

Saint  Loais.  On  bill  (H.  R.  1209)  also  bill  (S.  474)  granting  a  pension 
to  George  J 

T. 

Tariff,    {See  Revenue) 

Taxes.    (See  Revenue) 

Taylor.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2400)  granting  a  pension  to  William  B 

Taylor.  On  the  memorial  of  the  legal  representatives  of  Colonel  Francis 
and  Dr.  Charles.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1188) 

Tea  and  coffee.  Bill  to  repeal  existing  duty  on.  On  the  resolution  of 
the  House  of  RepresentatiTes  in  relation  to  the  prerogative  of  the 
House  to  originate  bills  for  raising  revenue • 

Telegraph  with  the  postal  service.  On  bill  (S.  341)  to  reduce  the  rates 
of  correspondence  oy  telegraph  and  to  connect  the 

Telegraph  system  of  the  United  States.  On  that  portion  of  the  Presi- 
dent's message  that  relates  to  the 

Tenneflsee,  praying  an  appropriation  to  the  State  for  materials  belonging 
to  the  Winchester  and  Alabama  Railroad,  used  by  the  Government 
during  the  late  war.    On  the  memorial  of  the  governor  of  the  State  of 

Territory  of  Ojibway.    A  bill  (S.  360)  to  establish  the 

Thomas.    On  the  petition  of  Caleb  White  and  Bettie  A 

Thompson  for  carrying  the  United  States  mail  from  Placorvilie,  Califor- 
nia, to  Carson  Valley,  Utah  Territory.  Resolution  of  the  State  of 
Nevada,  asking  for  an  appropriation  of  $6,000  to  compensate  J.  A. 
(To  accompany  bill  S.  806) 

Thompson.    On  the  petition  of  Fannie  A.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1177) 

Trapp.    On  the  petition  of  Sarah  S.    (To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  924) 

Turner.    On  bill  (S.  409)  for  the  relief  of  Rear- Admiral  Thomas 

Tyler.    On  the  petition  of  Horace.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  686) 


U. 

Underbill.    On  the  claim  of  J.  S.    (To  accompany  bill  H.  R.  2050) 

United  States  Express  Company.  On  the  petition  of  the.  (To  accom- 
pany bill  S.  603)  

United  States  and  Brazil  Mail  Steamship  Company.  On  the  memorial 
and  supplementary  memorial  of  the.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1032) 

United  States  and  Cuba.  On  bill  (S.  706)  to  authorize  the  continuance 
of  mail-steamship  service  between  the 

Utley.    On  the  memorial  of  William  L.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  1090) . . . 

V. 

Van  Etten.     On  the  petition  of  Simon 

Vessels  of  war  and  steam  machinery.    On  bill  (S.  No.  134)  for  the  relief 

of  certain  contractors  for  the  construction  of 

Vickers,  a  Senator  from  Maryland.    On  the  communication  of  Hon. 

George 

Vincent.  On  the  petition  of  Frederick.  (To  accompany  bill  S.  1020)  — 
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41 
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34 
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178 
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37 

231 
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INDEX. 


Subject. 


W. 

Wallace.    On  bill  (S.  569)  and  petition  of  Thomas  B 

Ward.  On  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  submitting  the  claim  of 
8  E     .   ..........   -.-- 

WsffdweU.  'Onthe  bill  (H.  R  9M  relief  of  Charles  P.  S  .  V/.]./., 

Warren  &  Moore.    On  the  bill  (S.  198)  for  the  relief  of 

Waymire.    On  the  petition  of  James  A.    (To  accompany  bill  S.  841) 

West.    On  bill  (H.R.  1261)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  D 

Wheaton.  On  the  memorial  of  Lieutenant  Joseph.  (To  accompany  bill 
S  909  . 

WhitakeV. ' '  On  "the  bill  (H.  e!  i945yfor  the  relief  of  E.  W  . '  I!  1 1 ." . ! !  J '. ".  I ! 

White  and  Bettie  A.  Thomas.    On  the  petition  of  Caleb 

Whiting.    On  the  bill  (H.  B.  1073)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah 

Wicks.    On  the  petition  of  John  G 

Wieland.    On  bill  (S.  514)  for  the  relief  of  Albert 

Wiggins,  of  Keokuk.  On  bill  (S.  377)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  represent- 
atives of  G^rge  T 

Wilmington  and  Manchester  Kailroad  Company.  On  bill  (S.  882)  to 
authorize  the  settlement  of  the  claim  of  the 

Wilson.    On  the  bill  (S.  1076)  for  the  relief  of  Gfeorge  R 

Winchester  and  Alabama  Kailroad,  used  by  the  Qovemment  during  the 
late  war.  On  the  memorial  of  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Tennessee, 
praying  an  appropriation  to  the  State  for  materials  belonging  to  the.. 

Wing.    On  the  bill  (fi.  R.  2429)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  P 

Winona  and  Saint  Peter's  Railroad  Company.  On  bill  (S.  710)  to  refund 
certain  duties  paid  by  the 

Winter.    On  the  petition  of  Elizabeth 

Wolf  and  Jacob  H.  Brown.    On  the  petition  of  John  B 

Woodhouse,  Southmayd,  and  Rudd.    On  the  memorial  of  Messrs 

Woodyard.  On  the  bill  (H.  R.  114)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Lieuten- 
ant Colonel  Humphrey  M...^ 

Woolum.    On  the  bill  (8.  667)  for  the  relief  of  Elnah  J 

Wright.    On  the  bill  (8.  664)  for  the  relief  of  David  L 

Wyoming.  On  bill  (S.  291)  for  the  relief  of  the  officers  and  crew  of  the 
United  States  ship X 

Wyomin^^.  On  the  bill  (S.  S31)  for  the  relief  of  the  officers  and  crew  of 
the  United  States  ship 
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OF 


THE   REPORTS  OF  THE  COMMITTEES 


FOR  TUE 


SECOND  SESSION  FORTY-SECOND  CONGRESS. 


Subject. 


KKPOBTS  MADE  BT  THJE  COMMITTEE  ON  PRIVILEGES  AND  ELBCTIOXa 


Ob  the  credentials  of  Foster  Blodgett  and  Thomas  M.  Norwood 

On  the  memorial  of  Joseph  C.  Abbott 

On  the  reeolations  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  April  2, 1872,  rela- 
tive to  its  exclasive  prerogative  to  orij^inate  bills  for  raising  re  venae.. 

In  relataon  to  the  election  of  Senators  S.  C.  Pomeroy  and  Alexander  Cald- 
well  

On  (he  resolntion  offered  by  Senator  Bayard,  from  Delaware 

On  the  commonication  of  Hon.  George  Vickers,  a  Senator  from  Maryland. 

REPORT  MADE  BT  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  REIJITIONS. 


On  the  memorial  of  William  Blanchard. 


REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMnTEE  ON  FINANCE. 


On  the  bill  <S.  362)  to  reduce  internal  taxes 

On  the  petition  of  Samnel  Harper 

On  the  petition  of  John  Thompson  Mason 

On  the  bill  (8. 710)  to  refund  certain  duties  paid  by  the  Winona  and  Saint 
Peter's  Bailroad  Company 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs  E.  J.  Brossman 

On  the  petition  of  John  Thompson  Mason 

On  the  application  of  William  Ross  &  Co.  for  refund  of  duties 

Minority  report  on  same,  part  2 

On  petition  that  certain  United  States  bonds  burned  in  Spitzendorf,  Ger- 
many, may  be  re-issued 

REPORT  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEK  ON  COMMERCE. 

On  that  portion  of  the  President's  message  that  relates  to  the  telegraph 
system  of  the  United  States 


I 


REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  MILITARY  AFFAIRS. 

On  the  bill  (S.  490)  for  the  relief  of  the  East  Tennessee  University 

On  the  memorial  and  papers  for  the  payment  of  vouchers  at  Lawrence, 
Kansas,  for  the  erection  of  works  of  defense 

On  the  bill  (S.  755)  for  the  relief  of  the  former  occupants  of  the  present 
militaiy  reservation  at  Point  San  Jos^,  in  the  city  and  county  of  San 
Fhmcisoo 

On  the  memorial  of  Mrs.  Harriet  W.  Pond 
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INDEX. 


Subject. 


REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  NAVAL  AFFAIRS. 


On  the  petition  of  Georfi^e  C.  Bestor , 

On  the  bill  (S.  134)  for  the  relief  of  certain  contractors  for  the  constrnc- 

tion  of  vessels  of  war  and  steam  machinery 

On  the  bill  (S.  579)  for  the  relief  of  the  officers  and  crew  of  the  United 

States  steamer  Kearsarge , 

On  the  bill  (S.  291)  for  the  relief  of  the  officers  and  crew  of  the  United 

States  ship  Wyoming 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  435)  to  authorize  the  restoration  of  George  Plnnkett 

to  his  original  rank  as  paymaster  in  the  United  States  Navy 

On  the  bill  (8.  835)  for  the  relief  of  Cecilia  Barr 

On  the  bill  (S.  409)  for  the  relief  of  Rear- Admiral  Thomas  Turner 

On  the  petition  of  Rear- Admiral  Joseph  Lanmau 

On  the  claim  of  Commander  D.  L.  Braine , 

On  the  bill  (S.  952)  to  advance  Homer  C.  Blake 

On  the  placing  of  Dr.  James  C.  Palmer's  name  above  that  of  Dr.  Ninian 

Pinkney,  as  surgeon  in  the  Navy 

On  the  memorial  of  Mrs.  F.  Selina  Buchanan 

On  the  bill  (S.  1076)  for  the  relief  of  George  R.  Wilson 

On  the  bill  (S.  291)  for  the  relief  of  the  officers  and  crew  of  the  United 

States  ship  Wyoming 

On  the  claim  of  J.  S.  Underhill , 


REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 


On  the  bill  (S.  352)  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  H.  Campbell, 

On  the  memorial  of  Elizabeth  Cady  Stanton  and  others 

On  the  petition  of  James  F.Joy 


REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  POST-OFFICES  AND  POST-ROADS. 


On  the  memorial  of  D.6.  Allen  &  Co 

On  the  bill  (S.  341)  to  reduce  the  rates  of  correspondence  by  telegraph 
and  to  connect  the  telegraph  with  the  postal  service 

On  the  bill  (S.  514)  for  the  relief  of  Albert  Wieland 

On  the  bill  (S.  518)  for  the  relief  of  William  Nixon 

On  the  memorial  of  Lizzie  Gilmer , 

On  the  bill  authorizing  an  increase  of  United  States  mail-steamship  ser- 
vice between  San  Irancisco  and  China 

On  the  bill  (S.  507)  to  authorize  the  establishment  of  ocean  mail-steam- 
ship service  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico 

On  the  bill  (S.  241)  for  the  relief  of  Chauncy  M.  Lock  wood 

On  the  petition  for  the  relief  of  C.  E.  Rogers 

On  the  resolution  of  the  State  of  Nevada  asking  for  an  appropriation  of 
six  thousand  dollars  to  compensate  J.  A.  Thompson  tor  can*ying  the 
United  States  mail 

On  the  petition  of  Benjamin  Cooley  and  James  W.  Boswell 

On  the  petition  for  the  relief  of  Timothy  Baker 

On  the  bill  (S.  720)  for  the  relief  of  John  Milone 

On  the  biU  (S.  667)  for  the  relief  of  Elyah  J.  Woolnm 

On  the  memorial  of  the  United  States  and  Brazil  Mail-Steamship  Com- 


pany 


On  the  bill  (S.  706)  to  authorize  the  continuance  of  mail-steamship  ser- 
vice between  the  United  States  and  Cuba 

On  the  bill  (S.  213)  authorizing  the  Postmaster-General  to  continue  in 
use  in  the  postal  service  of  the  United  States  a  machine  for  post-mark- 
ing and  for  the  cancellation  of  postage-stamps 

On  tne  bill  (S.  884)  for  the  relief  of  the  sureties  of  Frederick  Boehmler  .. 

On  the  bill  (S.  1042)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  HoUis 

On  the  bill  (S.  103)  for  the  relief  of  Henry  N.  Galpin 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1564)  for  the  relief  of  William  F.  Barker 

Onthebill(H.  R,  2255)  for  the  reUef  of  W.H.  Kirk 


REPORT  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

On  the  bill  (S.  670)  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  W.  Reynolds 
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Sabject. 


REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE   ON  PRIVATE  LAND  CLAIMS. 

On  the  petition  of  the  city  of  Carondelet 

On  the  memorial  of  John  M.  Scott  and  others 

REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  INDIAN  AFFAIRS. 

On  the  petition  oiElbridge  Gerry - 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Fanny  Kelly 

On  the  claim  of  J.  and  C.  M.  Dailey 

On  the  bill  (S.  78cJ)  for  the  relief  of  Red  Bear,  a  chief  of  the  Pembina 

band  of  Chippewa  Indians 

On  the  petition  of  the  Pottawatomie  Indians 

On  the  claims  of  Messrs.  Dnrfee  &,  Peck 

On  the  bill  (S.  744)  for  the  relief  of  William  G.  Langford 

On  the  bill  (H.  B.  2623)  to  provide  for  the  removal  of  the  Flathead  and 

other  Indians , 

On  the  petition  of  Leonard  J.  Rose 

REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  PENSIONS. 

On  the  petition  of  Sarah  Sarvant 

On  the  petition  of  John  G.  Wicks 

On  the  petition  of  Theodore  S.  €2omparet 

On  the  petition  of  John  D.  Hester , 

On  the  memorial  of  Ann  E.  Boyle * 

On  the  petition  of  Jacob  B.Power 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  895)  granting  a  pension  to  Hannah  Gray 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1209)  granting  a  pension  to  George  J.  St.  Louis 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1197)  granting  a  pension  to  Captain  Henry  M.  Scott.. 

On  the  petition  of  Mary  Armstrong 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1073)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  Whiting 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  692)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret  Lee 

On  the  petition  of  Elizabeth  S.  Lathrop 

On  a  petition,  embracing  resolutions  adopted  at  a  public  meeting  in 

Milwaukee 

On  the  petition  of  Cicero  Sims,  guardian  of  William  Hutchinson 

On  the  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Juniata  Connty ,  Pennsylvania 

<>n  the  petition  of  James  Morris , 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1198)  granting  a  pension  to  Ann  Hunter 

On  the  bill  (S.  73Z)  granting  a  pension  to  Peter  Campbell 

On  the  bill  (S.  761 )  granting  a  pension  to  Albert  A.  Morey 

On  the  petition  ol  Manuel  Roberts 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2400)  granting  a  pension  to  William  B.  Taylor 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2399)  granting  a  pension  to  Ada  H.  McDonald 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2397)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret  C.  Gibson 

On  the  bill  (S.  858)  granting  a  pension  to  John  B.Rose 

On  the  bill  (S.  217)  for  the  relief  of  Rebecca  S.  Harrison 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2417)  granting  a  pension  to  Abraham  Cooper 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2416)  granting  a  pension  to  Andrew  Reinfort 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2418)  granting  a  pension  to  Nancy  E.  Pugh 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  991)  for  the  relief  of  certain  invalid  pensioners 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2429)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  P.  Wing 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1816)^  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  William 

Freshonr 

REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  REVOLUTIONARY  CLAIMS. 

Od  the  petition  of  Sarah  L.  Spring  and  Harriet  Spring,  of  WaterviUe, 

Haine,  heirs  of  Captain  Williams  Barker 

On  the  memorial  of  the  administrator  of  the  estate  of  the  late  Lieuten- 
ant Joseph  Wheaton 

On  the  petition  of  Frederick  Vincent 

Od  tie  memorial  of  Sarah  S.Stafford 

Od  the  petition  of  Fanny  A.Thompson 
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Subject. 


On  the  memorial  of  the  legal  representatiyes  of  Colonel  Francis  Taylor 
and  Dr.  Charles  Taylor 

REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  CLAIMS. 

On  the  petition  of  Dr.  Leonidas  Russell  and  his  wife,  Martha  L.  House 
Rnssell 

On  the  petition  of  Dr.  J.  MiUoB  Best 

On  the  bill(S.  94)  for  the  relief  of  Miss  Ketnrah  Cole 

On  the  petition  of  Mary  M.  Clark 

On  the  petition  of  the  United  States  Express  Company 

On  the  bill  (S.  97)  for  the  relief  of  William  Henry  Otis 

On  thepetitionof  Horace  Tyler 

On  the  petition  of  Charles  and  Henry  W.  Spencer 

On  the  memorial  of  Phoebe  Hepburn 

On  the  memorial  of  T.  T.  Garrard  and  others 

On  the  memorial  of  Thomas  M.  Redd 

On  the  memorial  of  J.  W.  Parish  &Co 

On  the  memorial  of  William  H.  Colledge. 

On  the  memorial  of  D.  Jay  Brown 

On  the  bUl  (H.  R.  112)  for  the  relief  of  G.  S.  Baker 

On  the  bill  (S.  59)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  settle 
and  pay  the  accounts  of  Colonel  James  F.  Jaqness 

On  the  petition  of  John  B.  Wolf  and  Jacob  H.  Browik. 

On  the  petition  of  Elizabeth  Winter 

On  the  petition  of  Beverly  M.  Botts,  Rosalie  S.  Lewis,  Isabella  McLeaii 
Lewis,  and  Mary  Minor  Hoxsey 

On  the  petition  of  Lewis  Johnson,  Lewis  J.  Davis,  and  David  Walker, 
bankers 

On  the  petition  of  James  A.  Waymire 

On  the  bill  (S.  260)  together  with  the'  petition  of  loyal  citizens  of  Lou- 
doun County,  Virginia,  praying  compensation  for  property  destroyed 
by  fire,  and  for  live-stock  taken  for  the  use  of  the  Army 

On  the  petition  of  Harlow  J.  Phelps 

On  the  memorial  of  William  Broaaus 

On  the  petition  of  Caleb  White  and  Bettie  A.  Thomas 

On  the  bill  (S.  96)  for  the  relief  of  Cowan  and  Dickinson 

On  the  bill  (S.  160)  relative  to  claims  of  certain  northern  creditors 

On  the  bill  (S.  196)  for  the  relief  of  the  owners  of  the  bark  A  1 

On  the  bill  (S.  95)  for  the  relief  of  Minerva  Lewis 

On  the  bill  (S.  199)  for  the  relief  of  L.  Merchant  &  Co 

On  the  claims  of  Joseph  Segar 

On  the  petition  of  Mifo  Pratt 

On  the  bill  (S.  79)  for  the  relief  of  Dudley  D.  Smith 

On  the  claim  of  Julius  Frank 

On  the  memorial  of  Brevet  Bri^idier  General  B.  S.  Roberts 

On  the  petition  of  George  W.Jones 

On  the  petition  of  Mary  J.  McMullin 

On  the  memorial  of  L.  Merchant  &Co 

On  the  memorial  of  John  Potts 

On  the  petition  of  Simon  Van  Etteu 

On  the  memorial  of  Robert  Lowry 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1288)  for  the  relief  of  Shuman  S.  Bailey 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2042)  for  the  relief  of  Fannie  M.  Jackson 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1700)  for  the  relief  of  Battelle  &  Evans 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  2046)  for  the  relief  of  Theodore  Adams. ,. 

On  the  petition  of  James  M.  Ellison 

On  the  bill  (S.  162)  to  refund  certain  moneys  now  standing  to  the  credit 
of  the  Navy  pension  fund 

On  the  petition  of  Dr.  John  H.  McQuown 

On  the  bill  (S.  569)  with  the  petition  of  Thomas  B.  Wallace 

On  the  petition  of  James  A.  Harrold 

On  the  bill  (S,  526)  for  the  relief  of  Ambrose'Morrison 

0n  *»--  ■»-«"  >a  377^  fQj.  ^|jg  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  George 

>f  James  and  Emma  S.  Cameron 
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XV 


Subject. 


On  thecUim  of  John  W.  Smith 

On  the  petition  of  Margaret  B.Franks 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1942)  for  the  relief  of  D.  C.  Farrell 

On  thebiU  (H.  R.  1565)  for  the  relief  of  Naomi  Stevens 

On  the  bill  (8.  B82)  to  authorize  the  settlement  of  the  claim  of  the  Wil- 
mington and  Manchester  Railroad  Company 

On  the  ]>etLtion  of  Edward  Hedley 

On  the  memorial  of  A.  W.  Moss 

On  the  petition  of  Bernard  Hess. 


On  the  memorial  of  Li.  C.  P.  Cowper. 
On  the  petition  of  Caleb  H.  Blood.. . 


On  th»  bill  (H.  R.  1944)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  T.  Gate* 

On  the  bill  (S.  355)  on  the  claim  of  Ingersoll  He  Graham 

i>n  the  petition  of  William  Alcorn 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Annie  Dorsey  Reeves 

On  the  bill  (S.  166)  for  the  relief  of  David  Braden 

On  the  petition  of  David  Kleinman 

On  the  bill  (S.  1^)  for  the  relief  of  Warren  &  Moore 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1551)  for  the  relief  of  S.  B.,  G.  W.,  and  John  W.  Mitchell 

On  the  claim  of  A.Grant  &Co 

On  the  petition  of  A.  Gordon  MiUin 

OnthebUl(H.R.639)forthereliefof  Jane  A.  Green 

On  the  petition  and  accompanying  papers  of  the  State  of  Nevada 

On  the  memorial  of  William  L.  Utley 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1945)  for  the  relief  of  E.  W.  Whitaker 

On  the  petition  of  Mrs.  Elizabeth  B.  McCormick 

On  the  memorial  of  the  governor  of  the  State  of  Tennessee 

On  the  bill  (H.  R 1261)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  D.  West 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  1274)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  F.  Spencer 

On  the  bill  (S.663)  for  the  reUef  of  David  lu  Wright 

On  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  sabmitting  the  claim  of  S.  E.  Ward. 

On  the  papers  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Edward  N.  Covert 

On  the  bill  (H.  R.  887)  for  the  relief  of  Samnel  Black  and  Albert  R.  Cooper. 
On  the  bill  (H.  R 114)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Lieutenant-Colonel 

Humphrey  M.Woodyard 

On  the  petition  of  John  A.  Hipkins 

On  the  memorial  of  Messrs.  Woodbouse,  Southmayd,  and  Rudd 

On  the  bill  (S.  414)  for  the  relief  of  WiUiam  S.  Mitchell 

On  the  bill  (S.  1017)  for  the  relief  of  Alex.  McLeod 

On  the  petition  of  Levi  J.  Powell 

On  the  biU  (H.R.2900)  for  the  relief  of  S.  D.  Cochran 

REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  PATENTS. 

On  the  bill  (S.  476)  for  the  extension  of  letters-patent  to  Alexander 

Smith  and  Halcyon  Skinner 

On  the  petition  of  Frederick  P.  Dimpfel 

On  the  memorial  of  John  B.Emerson 

On  the  memorial  of  Joseph  W.  Fowle 

On  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  P.  S.  Wardwell 

On  the  petition  of  Sarah  S.  Trapp 

On  bill  (S.  599)  granting  a  pension  to  Julia  Belle  Dunlap 

Ob  the  application  for  an  extension  of  patent  to  Harvey  W.  Sabin* 

REPORT  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  TERRITORIES. 

Oo  the  bill  (S.  360)  to  establish  the  Territory  of  Ojibway,  and  provide 
a  tempomry  government  therefor 
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REPOBT  MADE   BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  INVESTIGATION  AND  RETRENCH- 
MENT. 

On  ihe  New  York  custom-honse  investigation (parts  1, 2, 3) 
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INDEX. 


Subject. 


REPORT  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  LEVEES  OF  THE  MISSISSIPPI 

RIVER. 

On  an  expenditare  of  thirty-six  millions  of  dollars  for  the  improvement 
of  the  Missitoippi  Elver 

REPORT  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  TO  INQUIRE  INTO  CERTAIN  ALLEGA- 
TIONS AGAINST  HON.  POWELL  CLAYTON. 

On  certain  charges , 

REPORTS  MADE    BY  THE  JOINT    SELECT    COMMITTEE    ON  ALLEGED    OUT- 
RAGES IN  THE  SOUTHERN  STATES. 

« 

To  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the  late  insurrectionary  States.  Kec- 
usant  witnesses 

Belative  to  certain  testimony  affecting  the  standing  of  one  of  the  Sen- 
ators and  certain  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  from 
Arkansas 

Southern  outrages (parts  1  to  13) 

REPORT  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  PRINTING. 

On  the  bm  (S.  426)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Allen 

REPORT  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  INVESTIGATION  OP  SALE  OF  ORD- 
NANCE. 

On  sale  of  ordnance  stores 


1 
2 
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170 


2.32 
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15 
41 


47 
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REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES: 

BY  WHOM  MADE,  AND  FROM  WHAT  COMMITTEE. 

Number. 
From  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections : 

By  Mr.  Carpenter -• 10,146 

Br  Mr.  Logan 5y,t>'24 

By  Mr.  Thurman 22G,2;U 

From  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations : 
By  ilr.  Hamlin 42 

From  the  Committee  on  Finance : 

Byilr.  Ames 29,71 

BvMr.  Bayanl,  (part  2) 87 

By  Mr.  Morrill 87 

BvMr.  Scott , 11,30,7-2,103 

By  Mr.  Sherman 59,109 

From  the  Committee  on  Commerce : 
By  Mr.  Chandler 223 

From  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  the  Militia ; 

By  Mr.  West 114 

By  Mr.  Wilson 17,23,74,210 

From  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs: 

By  Mr.  Anthony 40,54,105 

ByMr.Cragin 122,103,172,179 

ByMr.Ferry 77, 1:« 

ByMrNj-o 3u,37 

DyMr.  Osborn 162,184,2^2 

By  Mr.  Stockton    r^. 159,201 

From  the  Coinciittec  on  the  Judiciary: 

Bv  Mr.  Carpenter 21 

By  Mr.  Tmiiibull ."TT. C.       1C,1;U 

From  th©  Committee  on  Post-Officee  and  Post-Eoads : 

By  Mr.  Cole 19,33 

By  Mr.  Ferry 32, 130, 139,  IC8, 101, 192, 193, 194, 195, 229 

By  Mr.  Gilbert 1.3 

By  Mr.  namlin 12,4^ 

BvMr.  Kelly 49,73,  K7 

By  Mr.  Ramsey 20,25,31,62,113,100 

Fi^m  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands : 
By  Mr.  Osborne 141 

From  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims: 
By  Mr.  Blair 24,01 

From  the  Committee  on  Indian  Ailairs: 

By  Blr.  Buckingham 70,121,176,207 

By  Mr.  Corbott / •. ,38,81 

By  Mr-  Frcliughuyscn  . . .  .^- 190,  i  J7 

By  Mr.  Stevenson .'. " f . . .  V *  11 J 

From  the  Committee  on  Pensions : 

By  Mr.  Ilamilton,  oStfexas .- 1^0 

By  Mr.  Pratt. ...13,  14,  53,  53,  60,  67,  69,  88,  89,  91.  109,  110,  111,  129,  133,  1:>J,  155,  ir.O, 

157,  158,  174,  175,  160,  lyl,  I'jO,  lOd,  199,  200,  208,  215,220 

By  Mr.  Tipton 18 

From  the  Committee  on  Eevolutionary  Claims: 

By  Mr.  Hill '....'. 154 

By  Mr.  Norwood '. : lOi 

By  Mr.  Pool.-. : .t 105,  id i;  221, 225 
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From  the  Committee  on  Claims: 

ByMr.  Boreman 80,95,106,  173,187,188 

By  Mr.  Davis,  of  West  Virginia 104, 113, 128, 133, 177,211 

By  Mr.  Howe 9, 76,  78,  82,  83,  84,  98, 116, 125, 131,  161, 166. 178 

By  Mr.  Pratt.-.. ; 8,  43,  46,  50,  51,  55, 56,  57,  68,  85,  86,  92,  93,  94, 103, 120,  127, 134. 137, 

140, 142, 145, 162,  202,  203,  204,  205, 206 

ByMr.  Scott 26,27,29,44,118,124,126,135,149,167,171 

ByMr.  Windom 115,117,123,212,214,230 

By  Mr.  Wright 45,  63,  64,  65,  66,  96,  Sf?,  99, 100, 101, 119, 147, 148, 150, 151, 152, 153 

154,  215,  216,  217, 218, 219 
From  the  Committee  on  Patents : 

ByMr.  Carpenter 39 

By  Mr.  Ferry,  of  Connecticut 70,209 

ByMr.  Hamilton,  of  Maryland 75 

By  Mr.  Morrill,  of  Maine 35 

ByMr.  Windom 22,185 

From  the  Committee  on  Territories : 
ByMr.  Boreman .* 34 

From  the  Committee  on  Inyestigation  and  Retronchment : 
By  Mr.  Howe 227 

From  the  Committee  on  the  Leyees  of  the  Mississippi  Riyer : 
ByMr.  Alcorn 170 

From  the  Committee  to  Investigate  Certain  Allegations  against  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Clayton : 

By  Mr.  Morrill,  of  Maine 239 

From  the  Committee  to  Investigate  Alleged  Outrages  in  the  Southern  States: 

ByMr.  Scott 6,7,15,41 

By  Mr.  Pool 228 

From  the  Committee  on  Printing : 
By  Mr.  Cosserly 47 

From  the  Committee  on  Investigation  of  Sales  of  Ordnance : 
By  Mr.  Carpenter 183 


42d  Congbess,  )  SENATE  )  Bepobt 

2d  SeMian.      §  }  No.  183. 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


May  11,  1872.— Ordered  to  be  print<»d. 


Mr.  Carpenter,  from  the  select  committee  appointed  to  investigate  all 
sales  of  onlDance  stores  made  by  tbe  Government  of  the  United  States 
(hiring  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jnne  30,  1871,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  nelect  committee^  to  whom  wits  referred  Senate  resolution  paused  F^ru- 
ary  29, 1872,  a^  follows:  '*  Resolved^  That  a  select  committee  of  seven  he 
appointed  to  investigate  all  sales  of  ordnance  stores  made  by  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  tlie  United  States  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  the  30th  of  JunCj 
A.  2).  1871,  to  ascertain  tlie persons  to  wlwm  such  sales  were  made^  the  cir- 
tumiftances  under  which  they  were  made^  the  sums  respectively  paid  by  said 
purchasers  to  the  United  States^  and  the  disposition  made  of  the  proceeds 
of  said  stales  ;  and  that  said  committee  also  inquire  and  report  whether 
any  member  of  the  Sennte^  or  any  other  American  citizen^  is  or  has  been 
in  communication  or  collusion  tcith  the  government  or  authorities  of  any 
foreign  power ^  or  icith  any  odjent  or  officer  thereof  in  reference  to  the  sa^ 
nuLtter  /  and^  alsoj  wliether  breech-loading  muskets^  or  other  muskets  capa- 
ble of  being  transformed  into  breech-loaders^  have  not  been  sold  by  the  War 
Department  in  such  large  numbers  as  seriously  to  impair  the  defensive 
capacity  of  tJie  country  in  time  of  war;  and  that  the  committee  Jiave power 
to  send  far  persons  and  papers;  and  that  the  investigation  be  conducted 
in  public,^  respectfully  report : 

That  your  committee  commenced  their  investigation  on  the  0th  day  of 
March,  and  held  thirty' -one  meetings,  concluding  on  the  23d  day  of 
April. 

At  the  first  meeting  of  the  committee,  and  before  any  witnesses  had 
been  summoned,  the  chairman,  by  direction  of  the  eomuiittee,  addressed 
a  letter  to  Senator  Schurz,  to  which  he  replied,  as  follows : 

*'  United  States  Senate  Chamber, 

'^  Washington,  March  6, 1872. 

"Sir  :  The  select  committee  elected  by  the  Senate  to  Mnvestigate  all 
sales  of  ordnance  stores  made  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
during  the  year  ending  the  30th  June,  1871,'  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  organized,  I  have  been  directed  by  the  committee  to  request 
yon  to  furnish  the  committee  with  any  and  all  evidence  in  your  posses- 
sion or  knowledge  which  will  aid  the  committee  in  making  a  full  and 
thorough  investigation  of  the  subjects  named  in  the  resolution. 

"  The  committee  will  meet  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Military 

1—8  A 
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Affairs,  on  Tharsday,  March  7,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. ;  and,  if  it  shall  be 
convenient  and  agreeable  to  yourself,  the  committee  will  be  pleased  if 
you  will  be  present  at  their  meetings. 
"Very  respectfully,  yours,  &c., 

"H.  HAMLIN, 
*'  Chairman  of  Committee. 
"Hon.  Carl  Schurz" 

"  W ASHiNaTON,  March  7, 1872. 

"Sir:  I  have  received  your  letter,  requesting  me  to  furnish  the  com- 
mittee over  which  you  preside  any  and  all  evidence  in  my  possession  or 
knowledge  which  may  aid  the  committee  in  its  investigation. 

"In  reply,  I  desire  to  say  that,  in  the  speeches  I  delivered  in  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  subject  in  question,  I  stated  a  series  of  fiicts  and  circum- 
Btances  justifying  the  belief,  or  at  least  the  suspicion,  that  great  wrong 
had  been  done  in  connection  with  the  sales  of  arms. 

"  These  statements,  printed  in  the  Globe,  are  before  the  committee, 
and  I  can  only  add  that  I  to-day  believe  every  allegation  I  made  in  my 
speeches  to  be  correct,  and  that  they  are  sufficiently  supported  by  doc- 
umentary evidence  to  form  a  solid  basis  for  an  inquiry,  and  to  guide  a 
committee  desiring  to  make  a  thorough  investigation  of  the  matter. 

"Aside  from  this,  information  has  come  to  Mr.  Sumner  and  myself 
from  various  quarters  in  a  more  or  less  definite  shape,  partly  under  the 
seal  of  personal  confidence.  This  information  I  cannot  present  as  evi- 
dence, for  it  can  only  become  such  by  the  examination  of  witnesses. 
The  witnesses  to  be  examined  in  this  case  will  almost  all  be  unwilling 
witnesses,  whose  testimony  will,  in  a  great  measure,  depend  upon  the 
manner  or  their  examination,  where  one  point  will  suggest  another. 

"  If,  in  this  proceeding,  I  could  properly  be  permitted  to  examine  my- 
self such  witnesses  as  I  should  name  in  the  course  of  the  investigation, 
then  I  am  confident  I  should  be  able  to  prove  the  correctness  of  all  the 
allegations  made  in  my  speeches,  and  the  legitimate  conclusions  drawn 
therefrom. 

"  But  since,  against  all  parliamentary  usage,  those  who  advocated  the 
investigation,  and  may  be  presumed  to  have  devoted  some  attention  to 
the  case,  have  been  excluded  from  the  committee,  I  should  prefer  not 
to  appear  as  taking  part  in  the  proceedings  of  the  committee,  while  1 
can  in  reality  not  exercise  any  influence  ujwn  its  action. 
"I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

"C.  SCnUBZ. 

"Hon.  Hannibal  Hamlin, 

"  Chairman  Committee  of  Investigation^  etc." 

Thereupon  the  committee  invited  the  Senator  to  attend  its  meetings 
and  examine  witnesses,  and  informed  him  that  any  persons  he  might 
desire  to  have  examined  would  be  summoned,  and  would  be  submitted 
to  examination  by  him,  upon  his  furnishing  their  names  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee.  The  Senator  accepted  this  invitation,  was  pres- 
ent at  every  meeting  of  the  committee,  examined  or  cross-examined 
every  witness,  and  all  persons  were  summoned  and  examined  whose 
names  he  furnished  to  the  chairman. 

To  this  report  is  appended  a  copy  of  the  testimony  taken.  Your  com- 
mittee are  aware  that  much  of  this  is  not  testimony  in  any  proper  sense; 
much  of  it  is  only  hearsay,  and  some  of  it  is  not  sworn  to  even  at  second- 
hand. But  in  an  investigation  of  charges  so  seriously  affecting  the 
honor  of  the  country  and  the  character  of  high  officers  of  the  Govern- 
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«ieiit,yoiir  coumittee  desired  to  receive  everything  that  might  posaiblj 
shed  light  upon  the  subject. 

All  the  witDesses  before  your  committee  fully  answered  the  qnestioiii 
put  to  them,  except  Senators  Sumner  and  Schurz,  each  of  whom  refused 
to  answer  certain  questions. 

During  the  examination  of  Senator  Schurz  the  following  questions 
were  pat  and  answers  given,  viz: 

<*  Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  any  officer  of  the  Government, 
<]irectly  or  indirectly,  realized  or  received  any  money  from  the  sale  of 
these  arms  f — ^A.  As  far  as  my  knowledge  of  this  case  is  conoernedy  I 
wrote  already  to  the  committee,  when  they  invited  me  to  be  present  and 
inve  such  evidence  as  I  had^  that  a  good  deal  of  information  about  the 
natter  had  come  to  me  from  third  persons,  in  great  part  in  canfidenee; 
that  I  thought  that  information  could  be  laid  before  the  committee  in 
the  shape  of  evidence  by  examining  those  persons  who  had  written  or 
spoken  to  me,  or  other  persons  whose  names  they  had  given  me ;  and  I 
then  expressed  in  my  letter  a  willingness  to  give  the  committee  the 
names  of  such  persons.  Of  course  the  information  which  I  thus  re- 
eeiTed  I  cannot  produce  in  the  shape  of  evidence,  because  I  am  not 
myself  a  witness  to  the  facts. 

"Q.  You  have,  therefore,  no  knowledge  of  your  own? — A.  None  of 
my  own.  I  would  further  say,  as  to  witnesses,  that  the  witnesses  ex- 
aouned  by  this  committee  so  far,  are  witnesses  called  by  the  committee 
itself,  with  the  exception,  I  believe,  of  Mr.  Hall  and  Mr.  Kiley,  and  I 
have  not  yet  commenced. 

"  Q.  And  the  others  you  have  suggested  will  be  summoned  ? — ^A.  I  was 
going  to  say  that  I  have  not  yet  commenced  examining  the  witnesses 
sach  as  I  thought  of  suggesting  to  the  committee  myself. 

<^  Q.  From  what  persons  did  you  receive  confidential  communications 
upon  this  subject? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  should  answer  that  question, 
because  persons  communicated  to  me  certain  things  in  confidence, 
seating  that  they,  or  such  and  such  other  persons,  knew  aboat  them, 
and  I  intend  to  suggest  the  names  to  the  committee  that  they  may  be 
called. 

"Q.  I  do  not  know  whether  you  mean  by  that  phraseology,  saying  that 
yon  do  uot  think  you  should  answer — to  state  that  you  will  not  answer, 
or  whether  yon  simply  express  your  opinion  that  you  ought  not  to  an- 
swer!— A.  i  think  I  ought  not  to  answer,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  of  any  use  to  the  committee  either." 

During  the  examination  of  Senator  Sumner,  the  following  questions 
were  put  and  answers  given : 

"Mr.  SxTMNEB.  And  now,  if  I  understand  the  question,  it  is  whether 
I  know  of  witnesses  who  can  testify  of  the  matter. 

**  Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  Yes,  sir ;  we  want  their  names. — ^A.  I  would 
say  that  I  have  received  a  good  many  confidential  letters  (for  instance, 
one  last  night  from  an  eminent  person)  calling  attention  to  particular 
circumstances,  and  sometimes  naming  witnesses,  telling  what  probably 
they  would  testify,  but  asking  me  to  regard  their  letters  as  confidential. 
I  do  not  con^der  myself  authorized  to  reveal  any  such  communications. 

"  Q.  Have  you  the  names  of  any  witnesses  you  propose  to  give,  that 

we  may  examine  them  t — A.  I  have  already  mentioned,  in  the  course  of 

my  statement,  the  Marquis  de  Chambrnn.    I  know  no  witnesses  that  I 

feel  Mtborized  to  name.   The  communications  I  have  received  have  been 

eoBSdentisl' 
a  Q^  /gy  JH r.  SCHUBZ.]  I  think  the  Senator  has  not  quite  understood 

tb6  ^a!riBg  of  the  question  of  Mr.  Hamlin.    Mr.  Hamlin,  as  I  under- 
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stand  him,  does  not  ask  for  the  names  of  the  correspondents,  but  he  asks 
whether  you  have  any  names  of  witnesses  that  you  would  deem  it  proper 
to  have  called. — A.  The  Senator  knows  that  when  I  received  such  letters 
I  handed  them  over  to  him  without  keeping  copies,  and  I  have  not  pre- 
served the  names  of  any  of  those  persons,  unless  it  be  the  one  mentioned 
in  the  communication  recently  received. 

"  Q.  (By  Mr.  Carpenter.)  You  mean  by  '  the  Senator'  Mr.  Schurz  ! — 
A.  Yes ;  Mr.  Schurz. 

"  Q-  (By  Mr.  Schurz.)  I  ask  whether  the  letters  were  handed  over  to 
me  with  the  understanding  that  the  witnesses,  whose  names  were  men- 
tioned therein,  should  be  called  f — A.  They  were.  In  other  words,  I 
handed  them  over  to  the  discretion  of  Mr.  Schurz,  he  knowing  the  cir- 
cumstances, telling  him  that  my  correspondents  must  not  be  disclosed. 

^<  Q.  You  say  about  the  23(1  or  the  24th  of  December  a  friend,  of  the 
Senate,  called  upon  you  in  regard  to  this  matter.  Who  was  thatt — A. 
As  a  Senator  I  must  decline  to  communicate  my  conferences  with 
brother  Senators. 

'<Q.  You  say  that  in  January  Mr.  Schurz  and  you  had  a  con versation 
on  the  subject,  in  which  Mr.  Schurz  said  the  matter  must  be  looked  into. 
Have  you  had  a  conversation  upon  that  subject  with  any  other  Senator 
than  Mr.  Schurz  and  the  other  one  to  whom  you  alluded,  and  whose 
name  you  decline  to  give,  previous  to  the  introduction  of  your  resolu- 
tion t — A.  I  shall  decline  to  answer  as  to  conferences  with  my  brother 
Senators.  I  think  the  Senator,  on  consideration,  will  feel  that  it  is  an 
improper  question. 

"  Mr.  Carpenter.  I  feel  that  it  is  a  very  proper  question.  I  do  not 
understand  that,  when  a  judicial  or  legislative  inquiry  calls  for  a  fact, 
there  is  any  confidence  that  can  be  set  uj)  against  it,  except  one  per- 
sonal to  the  witness.  He  cannot  respect  the  confidence  of  other  parties, 
as  I  understand  the  law  and  common  sense  of  all  such  investigations. 
I  say  that  in  justification  of  my  question,  not  in  criticism  of  your  re- 
fusal to  answer.  You  say  you  received  a  letter  last  night,  confidentially 
communicating  to  you  certain  facts,  and  naming  certain  persons  that 
might  be  important  witnesses  t — ^A.  I  did. 

**  Q.  From  whom  was  that  letter  t — A.  I  decline  to  answer.  The  writer 
expressly  asks  me  not  to  disclose  his  name. 

"  By  the  Chairman  : 

"  Q.  Was  that  a  person  other  than  a  Senator  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  a  person 
other  than  a  Senator. 

"  By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

"  Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  have  received  several  letters 
which  you  regard  as  confidential  in  relation  to  this  matter,  also  naming 
witnesses  ! — A.  I  have. 

"  Will  you  give  the  name  of  any  one  of  the  writers  of  those  letters  t — 
A*  I  decline. 

"  Q.  Will  you  exhibit  to  the  committee  any  one  of  the  letters,  or  any 
part  of  any  one  of  the  letters  t — A.  I  decline,  but  will  add,  that  I  think, 
with  one  exception,  I  handed  all  to  Mr.  Schurz. 

"  Mr.  Carpenter.  Mr.  Schurz  is  not  a  member  of  the  committee,  un- 
fortunately, and  therefore  his  knowledge  is  not  the  knowledge  of  the 
committee. 

"  By  the  Chairman  : 

^<  Q.  Has  Mr.  Schurz  any  authority  beyond  yourself  to  exhibit  those 
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letters,  or  to  give  the  names  ? — A.  He  has  not ;  I  handed  them  to  him 
to  be  used  in  his  discretion.'" 

It  will  be  seen  that  each  of  these  Senators  interposed  a  claim  of  privi- 
lege, in  bis  right  as  a  Senator,  against  the  power  of  the  Senate,  and  re- 
fused to  famish  to  the  committee  commnnications  sent  to  him  in  confi- 
dence ;  and  Mr.  Sumner  refased  to  furnish  such  communications,  al- 
though he  had  delivered  them  to  Mr.  Schurz ;  and  also  refiised  to  testify 
what  other  Senators  had  made  communications  to  him. 

The  groand  upon  which  the  privilege  interposed  by  these  Senators  is 
supposed  to  rest,  is  set  forth  in  a  written  protest  by  Mr.  Sumner,  as  fol- 
lows: 

^^  Beferiing  to  the  most  approved  work  on  the  Law  of  Evidence,  I  mean 
that  of  Professor  Greenleaf,  we  find,  under  the  head  of  *  Evidence  ex- 
cluded from  public  policy,'  at  least  four  difiereut  classes  of  cases  which 
may  enlighten  us  in  determining  the  questions  proper  for  Senators : 

"1.  Communications  between  a  lawyer  and  client;  but  are  not  the 
relations  of  Senators  in  the  discharge  of  their  public  duties  equally 
sacred  f 

^^  2.  Judges  and  arbitrators  enjoy  a  similar  exemption  with  regard  to 
matters  before  them. 

^^3.  Grand  jurors,  embracing  even  the  clerk  and  prosecuting  officers, 
cannot  be  examined  on  matters  before  them. 

^^  4.  Transactions  between  the  heads  of  departments  and  other  subor- 
dinate ofiicers  are  treated  as  confidential. 

^^  Plainly',  the  confidences  of  a  Senator  in  the  discharge  of  his  public 
duties  cannot  be  less  protected. 

**This  rule  is  equally  imperative  with  regard  to  witnesses  who  have 
confidentially  communicated  with  a  Senator.  Here  again  I  quote  Pro- 
fessor Greenleaf,  who  quotes  the  eminent  English  judge  of  the  middle 
of  the  last  century.  Lord  Chief  Justice  Eyre,  as  follows : 

^*  'There  is  a  rule  which  has  universally  obtained  on  account  of  its  im- 
portance to  the  public  for  the  detection  of  crimes,  that  those  persons 
who  are  the  channel  by  means  of  which  that  detection  is  made  should 
not  be  unnecessarily  disclosed.' — Oreenleafon  EvuleiwCy  §  250. 

"  Then  the  learned  professor  proceeds : 

''  'AH  were  of  opinion  that  all  these  questions  which  tend  to  the  dis- 
covery of  the  channels  by  which  the  disclosure  was  made  to  the  officers 
of  justice,  were,  upon  the  general  principles  of  the  convenience  of  public 
justice,  to  be  suppressed ;  that  all  persons  in  that  situation  were  pro- 
tected from  the  discovery.' — Ibid. 

^'  These  words  are  explicit,  and  nobody  can  question  them.  I  am  led 
to  make  these  remarks  and  adduce  these  authorities,  because,  perusing 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  Schurz,  I  find  that  he  was  interrogated  on  these 
very  matters,  and,  since  I  too  am  summoned  as  a  witness,  I  desire  to  put 
QU  record  my  sense  of  the  impropriety  of  such  questions.  It  is  important 
that  they  should  not  become  a  precedent.  And  here  again  I  declare 
that  I  have  nothing  to  conceal,  nothing  that  1  would  not  willingly  give 
to  the  world,  under  any  examination  or  cross-examination ;  but  I  am 
unwilling  to  aid  in  the  overthrow  of  a  rule  of  law  which  stands  on  un- 
questioned grounds  of  public  policy.  Especially  is  it  important  in  the 
Senate,  where,  without  such  protection,  a  tyrannical  majority  might  deter 
a  minority  from  originating  unwelcome  inquiries." 

It  is  the  duty  of  the  Senate  to  vindicate  its  privileges  and  preroga- 
tives. Without  the  power  to  conduct  an  investigation,  it  would,  in 
naoj  cases,  be  impossible  for  the  Senate  to  perform  its  duty  as  a  legis- 
lative body.    The  power  to  examine  witnesses  on  oath,  touching  aoj 
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matter  which  has  been  or  can  be  made  the  subject  of  legidative  action^ 
is  nnqaestionable.  It  is  an  ancient  and  ordinary  function  of  legislative' 
bodies  as  to  which  it  is  the  daty  of  the  Senate  to  allow  no  question* 
The  nature  and  extent  of  the  investigation,  and  what  witnesses  shall  be 
examined,  are  matters  to  be  determined  by  the  Seuate,  not  by  the  wit- 
nesaeck  And  although  the  Senate  might  be  inclined,  on  a  particnlar 
occasion,  not  to  enforce  its  authority  against  the  peculiar  views  of  a 
Senator,' yet  the  power  to  do  so  ought  always  to  be  vindicated,  and 
cdiould  be  fully  exercised  whenever  necessary.  The  power  of  the  Senate, 
as  a  trustee  of  sovereign  legislative  authority,  is  snx)erior  to  the  indi- 
vidual  privileges  of  a  Senator;  and  although  your  committee  do  not 
consider  it  necessary  that  the  Senate  should  exert  that  power  in  this 
instance,  yet,  inasmuch  as  this  case  may  be  drawn  into  a  precedent  to 
•  hamper  the  Senate  in  the  exercise  of  the  powers  which  i)ertain  to  it  as 
a  legislative  body,  your  committee  consider  it  a  duty  to  call  attention 
to  the  privilege  now  for  the  flrst  time,  so  far  as  your  committee  know, 
interposed  by  a  Senator  to  an  investigation  ordered  by  the  Senate,  and 
to  mark  it  with  an  expression  of  their  disapprobation. 

In  the  first  place,  upon  general  principles,  it  would  be  strange  if  the 
privileges  which  pertain  to  a  Senator,  in  his  right  as  a  Senator,  could 
be  interposed  against  a  proceeding  ordered  by  the  Senate.  As  the 
whole  is  greater  than  its  parts,  the  privileges  of  the  Senate  must  be 
greater  than  the  privileges  of  a  Senator.  What  the  Senate  has  a  right 
to  order  no  Senator  has  a  right  to  defeat. 

But  there  is  another  reason  why  the  privilege  interposed  by  the  Sen- 
ators cannot  be  maintained.  The  privilege  asserted  by  the  protest  of 
Senator  Sumner  is  rested  by  him  upon  the  principles  which  regulate  the 
examination  of  witnesses  in  judicial  courts.  And  without  inquiring 
whether  that  rule  is  api)licable  to  an  examination  of  witnesses  by  the 
Senate,  it  is  clear  that  the  case  before  us  falls  not  within  that  rule,  but 
within  one  of  its  clearly-defined  and  well-established  exceptions.  Green- 
leaf  on  Evidence,  vol.  f,  sec.  251,  says : 

"But  communications,  though  made  to  official  persons,  are  not  privi- 
leged where  they  are  not  made  in  the  discharge  of  any  public  duty; 
such,  for  example,  as  a  letter  by  a  private  individual  to  the  chief  secre- 
tary of  the  Postmaster  General,  complaining  of  the  conduct  of  the  guard 
of  the  mail  toward  a  passenger." 

In  Blake  vs.  Pilfold,  1  Moody  &  Robinson,  198.  the  court,  speaking 
of  cases  where  communications  are  held  privilegec),  says : 

"They  are  all  cases  of  communications  made  by  and  between  minis- 
ters and  officers  of  the  Government,  and  in  the  course  of  the  discharge 
of  a  public  duty  by  the  persons  making  the  communication.  Here  the 
letter  is  written  by  a  private  individual  having  no  public  duty  in  writing. 
If  this  were  held  within  the  privilege,  any  i>erson  might  make  the  most 
malicious  and  most  unfounded  complaints  with  impunity,  provided  he 
took  care  to  direct  his  letter  to  a  public  officer.'' 

Mr.  Greenleaf  states  the  principle  and  illustrates  it,  as  follows : 

^^On  a  like  principle  of  public  policy  the  official  transactions  between 
M€  hecLda  of  the  departments  of  state  and  their  subordinate  officers  are  in 
general  treated  as  privileged  communications.  Thus  communications 
between  a  provincial  governor  and  his  attorney  general  on  the  state 
of  the  colony,  or  the  conduct  of  its  officers,  or  b^ween  such  governor 
and  a  military  officer  under  his  authority;  the  report  of  a  military  com- 
mission of  inquiry  made  to  the  commander-ii^ehief,.and  the  correspond- 
ence between  an  agent  of  the  government  and  a  secretary  of  state,  are 
tonfidential  and  privileged  matters  which  the  interests  of  the  state  will 
.not  permit  to  be  disclosed." 
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Thus  it  appears  that  commnnications  made  to  a  Senator  ai'e  not  privi- 
leged even  witkin  the  jadicial  rale  of  evidence.  A  Senator  is  in  no  way 
connected  with  the  administration  of  the  laws,  and  ha^  no  official  sab- 
ordiBate.  No  officer  of  the  Ooveminent  is  required  to  make  official 
reports  to  a  Senator.  Should  any  person,  being  an  officer  of  the  Oovern- 
nent,  communicate  to  a  Senator  matter  libelous  of  any  citizen  or  officer^ 
9uch  communication  tcauld  not  he  an  oj^ficial  act,  and  would  not  be  pro- 
tected under  the  judicial  rule  of  privilege.  If  a  Senator  may  rise  in 
his  place  and  say  he  has  reasonable  grounds  to  suspect  that  a  brother 
Senator  has  been  guilty  of  any  specific  criminal  act  which  would  justify 
his  expulsion  and  blast  his  character,  and  introduce  a  resolution  order- 
ing an  investigation  in  relation  thereto,  and  yet,  being  subpoenaed  before 
the  investigating  committee,  such  accusing  Senator  may  say  that  he  had 
received  letters  contsiining  the  charge  from  ^^very  eminent  peraonsj^  but 
refuse  to  disclose  the  names  of  the  writers  because  the  communications 
were  made  in  confidence,  it  wotild  follow  that  a  malicious  Senator  might 
rain  a  brother  Senator,  and  yet  the  Senate  would  be  powerless  to  redress 
the  injury. 

But  again,  the  most  conclusive  answer  to  this  assertion  of  privilege 
by  these  Senators  is  found  in  the  acts  of  Congress  upon  this  subject,  to 
which,  in  connection  with  another  protest  by  Senator  Snmner,  reference 
willnow  be  made. 

Senator  Sumner,  having  been  requested  to  appear  as  a  witness  before 
the  committee,  appeared  on  the  26th  March,  and  refused  to  be  examined, 
bat  filed  with  the  committee  a  protest  in  writing,  which  appears  in  the 
journal  of  the  committee.  Thereupon  the  Senator  was  summoned  under 
the  act  of  Congress  which  declares  '^That  any  person  summoned  as  a 
witness  by  the  authority  of  either  House  of  Congress,  to  give  testimony, 
or  to  produce  papers,  upon  any  matter  be^fore  either  House,  or  before  any 
committee  of  either  House  of  Congress,  who  shall  willfully  make  default, 
or  who  appearing,  shall  refuse  to  amwer  any  question  pertinent  to  the 
matter  of  inquiry  in  consideration  before  the  House  or  committee  by  which 
ke  skaJLl  be  examined^  shall,  in  additi<Hi  to  the  i)ains  and  penalties  now 
existing,  be  liable  to  indictment  as  and  for  a  misdemeanor  in  any  court 
of  the  United  States  having  jmnsdiction  thereof,  and,  on  conviction,  shall 
pay  a  fine  not  esceediug  one  thousand  dollars,  and  suffer  imprisonment 
in  the  common  jail  not  less  than  one  month  nor  more  than  twelve 
months." 

In  obedience  to  this  summons,  the  Senator  appeared  before  your 
eommittee  on  the  27th  day  of  March,  and  after  having  read  and  filed 
with  the  committee  a  second  written  protest,  and  after  a  verbal  protest, 
Kobmitted  to  be  examined  on  oath  as  a  witness. 

In  these  protests  the  Senator  denied  the  competency  of  the  committee 
to  act,  denied  the  right  of  the  committee  to  summon  him,  a  Senator, 
and  denied  the  right  of  the  chairman  to  conduct  the  examination  of  the 
witne4sses  in  chief,  and  maintained  that  such  examination  ought  to  be 
conducted  by  Senator  Schurz,  who  was  not  a  member  of  the  committee. 

In  his  first  protest  he  says : 

^*From  these  preliminary  remarks  I  proceed  to  consider  the  com- 
petency of  the  present  committee.  Requested  as  a  Senator  to  appear 
before  you,  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  protest  against  the  formation  and  con- 
sticotion  of*  the  committee  as  contrary  to  unquestionable  requirements 
«f  parliamentary  law ;  and  I  a«k  the  committee  t^  receive  this  protest 
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France,'  I  have  set  forth  what  moved  me  to  the  inqairy — being  grounds 
of  suspicion,  which,  in  my  judgment,  rendered  the  most  searching  in- 
quiry, by  a  committee  friendly  to  inquiry,  absolutely  necessary.'' 

The  Senator  then  proceeds  to  .state  his  objections  to  the  competency 
of  the  committee  as  constituted,  claiming  that  the  Senate  erred  iu  its 
selection  of  the  members  of  the  committee.  In  his  second  protest  he 
says: 

"  Since  reading  and  filing  my  protest  yesterday,  I  have  received  by 
the  hands  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  a  subpoena  commanding  me  to  ap- 
pear before  this  committee.     In  answer  to  this  summons  I  now  appear. 

"It  is  my  duty  to  declare  that  my  judgment,  as  originally  set  forth 
in  my  protest,  is  iu  no  respect  altered  by  this  subpcBua;  I  do  not  think 
the  committee  more  competent  to-day  than  yesterday.  I  still  find  on 
the  committee  several  occupying  seats  in  violation  of  an  unquestionable 
rule  of  parliamentary  law.  The  record  shows  that  they  signalized  them- 
selves in  the  Senate  by  open  speech  against  the  pending  inquiry,  or, 
according  to  the  language  of  the  old  rule,  ^against  the  thing,'  and 
therefore  disqualified  themselves  as  much  as  a  judge  who  has  been 
counsel  in  a  case  or  a  juror  who  has  declared  his  opinion  beforehand. 
This  disqualification  is  not  founded  on  argument  or  inference,  but  on 
peremptory  rule,  traced  back  many  generations,  illustrated  by  numer- 
ous authorities,  and  constituting  part  of  what  Mr.  Jefferson  calls. the 
^  code'  for  the  government  of  the  Senate,  having,  as  he  says,  *  the  sanc- 
tion of  their  approbation.' 

"  Therefore,  I  must  be  pardoned  if  I  renew  my  protest  against  the 
competency  of  the  present  committee*.  I  protest  against  it  as  consti- 
tuted in  flagrant  violation  of  parliamentary  law ;  and  I  protest  especi- 
4illy  against  the  acting  chairman,  who  undertakes  to  direct  this  inquiry 
and  to  examine  witnesses,  as  not  coming  within  the  conditions  estab- 
lished by  rule,  by  usage,  and  by  reason.  The  record  shows  that  he  did 
not  move  the  inquiry,  nor  did  he  co-operate  with  the  mover  or  take  any 
part  in  sustaining  him,  while  in  open  speech  he  showed  himself '  against 
the  thing.'  I  object  to  the  acting  chairman,  as  to  a  judge  or  juror  dis- 
qualified to  sit  in  a  cause." 

In  his  verbal  protest,  after  having  called  for  the  reading  of  the  sum- 
mons which  had  been  served  upon  him,  he  says : 

"  I  take  it  that  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  certainly  in  an  inquiry 
like  that  now  before  this  committee,  is  not  amenable  to  any  summons, 
and  I  make  my  protest  against  the  issue  of  a  summons.  I  desire  that 
protest  to  become  of  record  in  these  transactions,  regarding  its  issue  as 
a  bad  precedent,  which  ought  to  be  condemned." 

This  is,  probably,  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  legislative  or  judicial 
proceedings  that  a  witness,  put  upon  the  stand,  has  objected  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  tribunal  which  proposed  to  examine  him. 

Nevertheless,  as  this  objection  has  been  interposed,  and  made  matter 
of  record,  and  the  authority  of  your  committee  to  act  at  all,  and  especi- 
ally to  summon  a  Senator,  has  been  challenged,  a  proper  respect  for 
the  Senate  seems  to  require  that  the  unsoundness  of  such  a  pretension 
should  be  exposed. 

In  the  first  place,  the  general  rules  of  parliamentary  law  which  direct 
how  the  presiding  ofiicer  of  a  legislative  body  should  proceed  in  appoint- 
ing committees,  do  not  bind  the  Senate  itself.  The  Senate,  in  regard 
to  its  rules,  is  a  law  unto  itself.  And  what  the  Senate  does  cannot  be 
called  in  question  by  a  Senator,  if  such  proceeding  does  not  %io]at6  a 
provision  of  the  Constitution. 
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Iq  the  second  place,  every  member  of  tbe  cominittee  fiiVored  and 
voted  for  the  resohition  of  investigation;  therefore  every  member  of  the 
committee  iiras  properly  selected,  even  within  the  parliamentary  rule 
that  every  measure  ought  to  be  submitted  to  a  committee  of  its  friends. 
Senator  Sumner,  the  mover  of  the  resolution,  would  undoubtedly  have 
been  made  chairman  of  the  committee  but  for  the  fact  that  he  declined 
to  act  in  that  capacity.  A  very  unusual  course  was  pursued  in  this 
iostaiice.  On  the  question  whether  there  should  be  an  investigation,  a 
debate  was  precipitated  as  to  the  probable  results  of  such  investigation, 
and  some  Senators  expressed  their  belief  that  the  investigation  would 
establish  the  innocence  of  the  Government,  while  others  expressed  their 
belief  that  the  investigation  would  establish  the  guilt  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  all  agreed  that  a  thorough  examination  of  the  facts  should 
he  made;  and  no  Senator  was  put  on  the  committee  who  opposed  the 
investigation. 

Therefore  it  cannot  be  maintained  that  the  members  of  the  committee 
were  unfriendly  to  the  measure,  unless  it  be  admitted  that  the  object  of 
the  resolution  was  not  to  obtain  an  honest  investigation,  but  to  sully 
the  honor  of  the  Government  without  regard  to  justice.  A  searching 
investigation  was  demanded,  and  supported  by  every  member  of  the 
committee.  Whether  there  should  bean  investigation  was  one  thing; 
what  would  probably  be  its  result  was  quite  a  difiPerent  thing.  As  to 
the  first,  all  agreed;  as  to  the  second,  which  was  matter  of  speculation, 
diiSerence  of  opinion  existed.  If  "  the  thing,'^  to  quote  from  Senator 
Sumner's  protest,  was  to  be  an  honest  investigation,  leaving  subsequent 
praise  or  blaoie  to  depend  upon  the  facts  elicited,  then  ^^  the  thing''  was 
committed  to  its  friends.  If  the  design  was  to  make  out  a  case  against 
our  own  Government,  without  regard  to  the  facts,  your  committee  de- 
sire to  be  <listinctly  understood  that  they  are  not  the  frienda  of  8uch 
ri*- THING." 

But  again,  an  investigation  does  not  fall  within  the  rule  that  the  presid- 
iDg  officer  should  commit  '^  a  measure  "  to  its  friends.  The  reason  for  that 
ij9,  that  a  bill  in  committee  should  be  framed  and  perfected  so  as  to  pre> 
sent  its  subject  in  the  form  best  fitted  to  secure  favor  in  the  body.  But 
in  conducting  an  investigation  ordered  by  the  Senate,  the  committee  are 
performing  a  prescribed  duty.  They  are  to  ascertain  the  facts  in  literal 
conformity  with  truth.  They  are  not  at  liberty  to  omit  or  color  any  fact 
with  a  view  to  securing  a  desired  result.  They  have  no  duty  at  all 
resembling  that  of  a  committee  appointed  to  perfect  the  details  of  a  bill. 
They  liave  no  discretion  whatever.  They  are  restricted  to  the  single 
duty  of  ascertaining  and  reporting  the  truth.  To  maintain  that  an  inves- 
tigation falls  within  the  rule  suggested,  it  must  be  admitted  that  the 
object  of  the  investigation  is  to  produce  a  certain  impression,  without 
regard  to  the  facts.  Had  the  resolution  itself  been  sent  to  a  committee 
to  report  in  regard  to  the  propriety  of  its  adoption  by  the  Senate,  it 
would  undoubtedly  have  fallen  within  this  rule,  for  the  reason  that  a 
committee  friendly  to  investigation  could  modify  the  resolution  in  re- 
gard to  the  subject-matter  and  the  extent  of  investigation  so  as  to  se- 
cure in  the  Senate  the  support  of  the  friends  of  a  proper  investigation, 
while  a  committee  of  its  enemies  might  have  made  it  assume  a  form  so 
objectionable  that  no  one  would  have  supported  it  in  the  Senate.  In 
this  case  Senator  Sumner  introduced  the  resolution,  and  without  mov- 
ing its  reference  to  a  committee,  as  he  might  have  done,  he  moved  its  con- 
sideration in  the  Senate,  where  it  received  several  amendments,  and  was 
finally  pass^.  After  its  passage,  the  investigation  itself  was  a  mere 
execution  of  the^resolution,  needing  no  further  legislative  action.    The 
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uieftsure,  or  ^'  thing,"  was  the  propriety  and  extent  of  an  investigattou, 
and  the  passage  of  the  resolution  determined  the  matter. 

Hence  the  protest  of  Senator  Sumner,  so  far  as  it  was  intended  to 
jostlfy  hi^  refusal  to  testify,  is  wholly  unfounded.  But  the  Senator  also 
claims  that  he,  being  a  Senator,  could  not  be  summoned  by  the  commit- 
tee, and  he  protests  accordingly;  probably  having  in  view  the  quaiot 
technical  learning  on  this  subject  in  the  English  books,  which  seems 
next  to  nonsensical  in  a  country  where  substance  excludes  fiction,  and 
'<  equal  rights"  hoot  at  personal  privileges. 
For  instance,  we  read  in  May,  on  Parliamentary  Law,  407 : 
'*  When  a  witness  is  examined  by  the  House  of  Commons,  or  by  i\ 
committee  of  the  whole  house,  he  attends  at  the  bar,  tchieh  is  then  kept 
dawn.    If  the  witness  be  not  in  custody,  the  mace  t'emains  on  the  table. 

"  When  a  witness  is  in  cUvStody  of  the  sergeantat-arms,  or  is  brought 
from  any  prison  in  custody,  it  is  the  usual  but  not  the  constant  practice, 
for  the  sergeant  to  statid  tcith  the  mace  at  the  bar.  When  the  mace  is  on 
the  sergeants  shoulder^  the  speaker  has  the  sole  management,  and  no 
member  may  speak,  or  even  stiggest  questions  to  the  chair,^ 

As  a  part  of  this  elaborate  system  of  forms  and  ceremonies,  it  is  writ- 
ten: 

"  If  the  evidence  of  a  member  be  desired  by  the  house,  or  a  commit- 
tee of  the  whole  house,  he  is  ordered  to  attend  in  his  place  on  a  certain 
day.  But  when  the  attendance  of  a  member  is  required  before  a  select 
committee,  it  is  the  custom  to  request  him  to  come  and  not  to  address^ 
a  summons  to  him  in  the  ordinary  form." 

Two  rules  of  the  House  of  Commons  were  adojited  upon  this  subject 
March  16,  1868,  as  follows : 

"  That  if  any  member  of  the  house  refuse,  upon  being  sent  to,  to  come 
to  give  evidence  or  information  as  a  witness,  to  a  committee,  the  com- 
mittee ought  to  acquaint  the  house  therewith,  and  not  summon  such 
member  to  attend  the  commitee." 

"  That  if  any  information  come  before  any  committee  tJmt  clmrgeth  any 
tnember  of  the  housCj  the  committee  ought  only  to  direct  that  the  house  be 
acquainted  with  the  matter  of  such  information^  without  proceeding  further 
thereupon."^ 

The  Senate  has  adopted  no  rules  upon  this  subject ;  and  it  will  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  resolution  raising  the  committee  directed  an  in- 
quiry into  tlie  conduct  of  Senators^  touching  the  subject  matter  of  the  in- 
vestigation. With  us,  this  subject  is  regulated  not  by  rules  of  the  re- 
spective Houses,  but  by  acts  of  Congress,  which,  without  exceptions 
in  favor  of  Senators,  or  others,  provide: 

^*That  any  person  summoned  as  a  witness  by  the  authority  of  either 
House  of  Congress,  to  give  testimony,  or  to  produce  papers,  upon  any 
matter  before  either  House  or  befare  any  committee  of  either  House  of 
CcHigresSy  who  shall  willfully  make  default,  or  who  appearing,  shall  re- 
fuse to  answer  any  question  pertinent  to  the  matter  of  inquiry  in  consid- 
eration before  the  House  or  committee  by  which  he  shall  be  examined, 
shall,  in  addition  to  the  pains  and  penalties  now  existing,  be  liable  to  in- 
dictment as  and  for  a  misdemeanor,  in  any  court  of  the  United  States 
having  jurisdiction  thereof,  and  on  conviction  shall  pay  a  fine  not  ex- 
ceeding one  thousand  dollars  and  suffer  imprisonment  in  the  common 
jail  not  less  than  one,  nor  more  than  twelve  months." — (11  Stat.  L.,  pp. 
155  and  156.) 

The  act  of  January  24, 1862,  provides :  ^^  That  the  testimony  of  a  wit- 
ness examined  and  testifying  before  either  House  of  Congress,  or  any 
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eommittee  of  eiUiw  House  of  CoogresSy  shaU  not  be  used  as  eTidenee 
ia  any  criminal  proceeding  against  sudi  witness  in  any  eoort  of  justioe. 
Proeiiedj  howeverj  That  no  official  paper  or  record,  produced  by  such 
witness  on  such  examination,  shall  be  held  or  taken  to  be  included  within, 
the  privilege  of  said  evidence,  so  to  protect  such  witness  from  any  crim- 
inal proceedings  as  aforesaid ;  and  no  witness  shall  hereafter  be  allowed 
to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact^  or  to  produce  any  paper  touching  which  he 
shall  be  examined  by  either  House  of  CongreeSj  or  any  committee  of  either 
House^for  the  reason  that  his  testimony ^  touching  such  fact^  or  the  produc- 
tion of  su€h  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him  infam- 
ous: Prorid^,  That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  to  exempt 
aoy  witness  from  prosecution  and  punishment  for  perjury  committed  by 
him  in  testifying  as  aforesaid.'' — (12  Stat.  L.,  p.  333.) 

To  exempt  a  Senator  from  the  effect  of  the  statutes,  it  must  be  main- 
tained that  a  Senator  is  above  the  law ;  that  a  Senator  may  do  what  the 
the  law  declares  no  person  sJuill  do  ;  or  that  a  Senator  need  iwt  do  what 
the  law  declares  every  person  shall  do.  And  your  committee  cannot 
refrain  from  expressing  their  astonishment  that  a  Senator  should  seek 
to  clothe  himself  with  the  immunities  which  pertained  in  ancient  times 
to  persons  of  certain  rank  or  caste,  since  it  has  been  the  purpose  of  the 
legislation  of  Congress  for  the  last  ten  years  to  abolish  caste,  and  to 
make  all  citizens,  without  regard  to  station,  color,  or  previous  condition 
of  servitude,  "equal  before  the  law,"  and  equally  amenable  to  its  oper- 
ation. For  a  Senator  now  to  invoke  the  artificial  and  arbitrary  immu- 
nities belonging  to  feudal  days,  and  resting  upon  monarchical  piinciples 
and  the  existence  of  caste  in  society,  is  to  ignore  the  fundamental  idea 
of  a  republic — that  the  officer  is  'the  servant  of  the  i)eople,  and  respon- 
sible to  the  law  equally  with  other  citizens.  The  law  is  the  voice  of  the 
sol'ereign;  that  is,  in  our  country,  the  voice  of  the  people;  and  no  per- 
son, high  or  low,  black  or  white,  in  public  or  in  private  station,  can  set 
up  exemption  from  its  provisions.  If  the  law  is  to  bind  any  one  it  cer- 
tainly ought  to  bind  those  who  made  it.  They  are  not  only  bound,  but 
estof^^.  Disobedience  to  any  constitutional  act  of  Congress  is  a  crime ; 
but,  when  committed  by  a  Senator,  it  involves  also  a  contempt  of  the 
body  of  which  he  is  a  member. 

Therefore,  notwithstanding  the  protest  of  Senator  Sumner,  to  which 
they  have  given  due  consideration,  your  committee  cannot  doubt  that 
a  subpcena  was  properly  issued  to  him,  and  that  he  was  bound  to  obey 
it,  and  to  testify  before  the  committee ;  and  that  his  refusal  to  answer 
the  questions  which  were  put  to  him  cannot  be  justified.  And  having 
disposed  of  these  preliminary  and  jurisdictional  questions,  your  com- 
mittee proceed  to  report  upon  the  matters  submitted  for  investigation. 

Your  committee  were  directed  to  investigate : 

1.  All  sales  of  ordnance  stores  made  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  the  30th  of  June,  A.  D.  1871. 

2.  To  ascertain  the  persons  to  whom  such  sales  were  made,  the  eir- 
Constances  under  which  they  were  made,  the  sums  respectively  paid  by 
said  purchasers  to  the  United  States,  and  the  disposition  made  of  the 
proceeds  of  said  sales. 

3.  Whether  any  member  of  the  Senate,  or  any  other  American  citizen, 
is,  or  has  been,  in  communication  or  collusion  with  the  government  or 
aathoritiea  of  any  foreign  power,  or  with  any  agent  or  officer  thereof,  in 
refeience  to  the  said  matter;  and 

4.  Whether  breech-loading  muskets,  or  other  muskets  capable  of  being 
tiaosiiMined  into  breech-loaders,  have  not  been  sold  by  the  War  De- 
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partmetit  in  such  large  numbers  as  seriously  to  impnir  the  defensive  ca- 
pacity of  the  country  in  time  of  war. 

These  questions  your  committee  will  answer  in  the  order  in  which 
they  are  stated  above. 

I. 

In  regard  to  sales  of  ordnance  stores,  made  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  the  30th  of  June,  A.  D.  1871, 
the  amount,  kind,  and  description  sold,  the  purchasers  thereof,  the 
dates  of  delivery,  the  price  for  wbich  sold,  the  amount  received,  and  the 
date  of  the  authority  for  sale,  are  fully  shown  by  Exhibit  No.  1,  hereto 
attached. 

The  gross  amount  received  on  the  sale  of  these  stores 
was $9, 748, 942  13 

On  31st  June,  1870,  there  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  proper  disbursing  officers  of  the 
War  Department $120, 000  00 

There  was  expended  in  making  sales,  manu- 
facturing cartridges,  delivering  the  arms, 

&c 219, 634  47 

339,634  47 

Net,  balance  received 9, 409, 307  66 

All  of  which  has  been  paid  into  the  Treasury. 

II. 

• 

Your  committee  were  also  directed  to  inquire  into  "  the  circumstances 
under  which"  these  sales  were  made. 

In  determining  what  was  intended  by  this  requirement  of  the  resolu- 
tion, your  committee  have  been  guided  by  the  debate  which  took  place 
in  the  Senate,  pending  the  resolution,  and  have  considered  the  following 
questions : 

1.  Were  the  sales  autliorized  by  law  ? 

2-  Were  they  made  with  a  vieto  to  the  best  interests  of  the  Government  t 

3.  Were  they  made  without  preferences  to  any  purchaser  or  class  of  pur- 
chasers f 

4.  Were  the  sales  made  under  such  circumstances  as  to  violate  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  United  States  as  a  neutral  power,  pending  the  war  between 
France  and  Germany  f 

5.  Did  any  officer  of  tJie  Government  of  the  United  States  share  any 
profits  or  advantage  of  such  sales^  or  derive  any  benefit  therefrom  f 

And  your  committee,  duly  jealous  of  the  honor  of  our  country,  and  the 
reputation  of  the  officers  of  our  Government,  have  great  satisfaction  in 
being  able,  after  the  most  thorough  and  impaitial  investigation,  to  saj 
that  there  is  nothing  in  these  transactions  which  reflects  dishonor  upon 
either. 

1.  Were  the  sales  authorized  by  law  f 

The  act  of  March  3, 1825,  entitled,  <<An  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of 
unserviceable  ordnance,  arms,  and  military  stores,"  provides  as  follows : 

^'  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  au- 
thorized to  cause  to  be  sold  any  ordnance,  arms,  ammunition,  or  other 
stores,  or  subsistence  or  ntlidical  supplies,  which,  upon  proper  inspection 
or  survey,  shall  appear  to  be  damaged  or  otherwise  unsuitable  for  the 
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pablic  service,  whenever,  in  his  opinion^  the  sale  of  sach  unserviceable 
stores  will  be  advantageous  to  the  pablic  service. 

<'Sec2.  That  the  inspection  or  survey  of  the  unserviceable  stores 
shall  be  mode  by  an  inspector  general,  or  such  other  officer  or  officers 
as  the  Secretary  of  War  may  appoint  for  that  purpose ;  and  the  sales 
shall  be  made  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  ttie  Secretary  of  War."— (4  Stat.  L.,  127.) 

The  clear  object  of  this  statute  wa^  to  dispose  of  unserviceable  arms 
and  stores,  and  the  President  was  authorized,  in  his  discretion,  but  not 
directed,  to  dispose  of  the  same. 

On  the  close  of  the  late  war,  in  1865,  the  Government  found  itself 
in  possession  of  a  large  amount  of  muskets  and  other  military  stores, 
not  dam{^^  and  unserviceable  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  of  1825, 
but  unsuitable  in  the  sense  that  other  and  improved  arms  were  more 
desirable ;  and  thereupon  Congress,  in  1868,  passed  an  act  under  which 
the  sales  in  questiou  were  made,  as  follows : 

^^That  the  Secretary  of  War  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  di- 
rected to  cause  to  be  sold,  after  ofifer  at  public  sale  on  thirty  days'  notice, 
in  such  manner  and  at  such  times  and  places  at  public  or  private  sale  as 
he  may  deem  most  advantageous  to  the  public  interest,  the  old  cannon, 
arms,  and  other  ordnance  stores,  now  in  possession  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment, which  are  damaged  or  otherwise  unsuitable  for  the  United  States 
military  service  or  for  the  militia  of  the  United  States,  and  to  cause  the 
net  proceeds  of  such  sales,  after  paying  all  proper  expenses  of  sale  and 
transportation  to  the  place  of  sale,  to  be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States.^— (15  Stat.  L.,  259.) 

The  ditterent  circumstances  under  which  these  acts  were  passed,  the 
difference  in  the  subjects  to  which  they  relate,  t^iken  in  connection  with 
the  fact  that  they  were  to  be  executed  by  different  officers  and  in  dif- 
ferent ways,  render  it  clear,  in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  that  they 
are  not  in  pari  materia^  and  should  not  be  construed  together  so  as  to 
incorporate  into  one  the  provisions  of  the  other.  By  the  first  act  the 
President,  in  his  discretion,  was  authorized  to  sell  arms  and  stores 
which,  *^  upon  proper  inspection  or  survey,"  should  appear  to  be  ^^  dam- 
aged or  otherwise  unsuitiible  for  the  public  service."  What  was  meant 
by  the  phrase  ^'  damaged  or  otherwise  unsuitable  for  the  public  service" 
is  fixed  by  the  second  section,  which  provides  <*  that  the  inspection  or 
survey  of  the  unserviceable  stares  shall  be  made  by  an  inspector  general, 
&C''  From  this  it  is  clear  that  only  unserviceable  arms  were  to  be  sold, 
and  the  inspection  was  a  condemnation.  Indeed,  the  Government  had 
no  others  to  sell. 

But  when  the  act  of  1868  was  passed,  the  Government  had  a  large 
supply  of  arms  and  other  military  stores  beyond  the  requirements  of 
the  public  service.  These  arms  were  not  unserviceable;  but  they  were 
nnsnitable  in  the  sense  of  undesirable.  In  other  words,  they  were  un- 
saitable  to  keep  on  hand  in  unnecessary  number,  because  new  inventions 
and  improvements  in  the  manufacture  of  arms  were  continually  render- 
ing them  less  and  less  valuable.  The  act  of  1868  directs  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  sell  these  arms  and  stores  ^'in  such  manner  and  at  such  times 
and  places,  at  public  or  i>rivate  sale,  as  he  may  deem  most  advantageous," 
"after  offer  at  public  sale  on  thirty  days'  notice."  Your  committee  are 
clearly  of  opinion  that  the  inspection  and  survey  required  by  the  first 
act,  and  which  was  equivalent  to  a  condemnation,  was  not  a  condition 
precedent  to  the  sale  under  the  last  act.  After  the  act  of  1868  was 
passed,  General  Schofield,  Secretary  of  War,  gave  to  it  the  construc- 
tioo  which  has  ever  since  been  observed  \rx  sales  by  that  Department, 
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\iz :  Tkat  after  advertising  from  time  to  time  a  certain  qaantitj  of 
each  class  of  stores — far  instance,  a  thousand  cannon,  a  thousand  mus- 
kets,  a   thoasand   cartridges,  &c. — ^t^e  Department  might  sell  any 
amount  of  the  respective  kinds  of  stores  which  had  been  thus  adver- 
tised in  sample.    This  was  rather  a  soldier^s  than  a  lawyer's  con- 
struction of  the  act.    In  the  opinion  of  your  committee  the  letter  of 
this  act  require  that  nothing  should  be  sold  at  private  sale  which  had 
not  previously  been  offer^,  on  thirty  days'  notice,  at  public  sale. 
Nevertheless,  it  must  be  admitted  that  the  soldier's  construction  was 
far  more  beneficial  to  the  Government  and  more  in  harmony  with  the 
object  of  the  act,  than  a  lawyer's  construction  would  have  been.    To 
illustrate :  after  this  act  was  passed,  the  Secretaty  of  War  might  have 
advertised  for  thirty  days  a  public  sale  of  everything,  cannon,  muskets, 
ammunitiou,  &c.,  which  the  Government  had  on  hand  and  desired  to 
sell.    If  no  bids  had  been  made,  as  there  probably  would  not  have 
been,  for  any  portion  of  these  stores,  on  the  day  of  such  public  sale, 
then  the  Secretary  of  War  might  have  proceeded  for  all  time  to  sell  the 
same,  in  large  or  small  quantities,  at  public  or  private  sale.    This  would 
have  been  a  compliance  with  the  letter  of  the  act,  but  would  have  de- 
feated its  manifest  purpose,  which  was  to  guard  the  interests  of  the 
Government  and  prevent  a  sacrifice  at  private  sale,  when  a  larger  price 
might  be  obtained  at  a  public  sale.    It  is  evident  that  an  advertisement 
of  everything  in  1868  would  be  no  such  protection  in  1871 ;  and  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Department  of  advertising  from  time  to  time 
samples  of  stores  for  sale,  was  constant  notice  to  the  public,  and  fur- 
nished a  guide  to  the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  War  in  the  fluctua- 
tions of  the  market,  it  is  certain  that  the  sales  of  these  stores  made 
during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1871,  the  year  to  which  this  in- 
vestigation refers,  were  conducted  in  strict  conformity  with  the  con- 
struction ^ven  to  the  act  by  General  Schofield,  while  Secretary  of  War, 
which  had  become  a  settled  rule  of  procedure  in  the  Department,  and 
was  administered  as  sach  by  General  Belknap,  the  then  and  present 
Secretary  of  War.    Had  a  departure  from  this  well-settled  practice 
been  made  during  the  year  in  question,  it  might  arouse  suspicion  that  a 
rule  had  been  adopted  to  fit  the  cases  then  in  hand.    But,  as  we  find 
those  sales  to  have  been  made  according  to  the  settled  construction  of 
the  statute  in  the  Department,  with  results  exceedingly  favorable  to  the 
Government,  your  committee  find  nothing  in  the  conduct  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  "or  his  subordinates  deserving  censure  in  this  respect. 
There  is  no  doubt  they  all  proceeded  in  the  full  belief  that  they  were 
acting  in  strict  conformity  with  the  law.    The  right  to  sell  these  stores 
cannot  be  questioned.    The  manner  of  sale,  at  the  worst,  was  a  mere 
error  or  irregularity  in  the  details  of  the  execution  of  an  undoubted 
power,  and  in  the  result  there  was  no  sacrifice  of  any  interest  of  the 
Government. 

2.  Were  these  sales  made  with  a  vietv  to  the  best  interests  of  the  Oop- 
eminent  f 

The  testimony  upon  this  subject  is  all  one  way.  The  sales  were  con- 
ducted openly  and  fairly,  and  the  prices  received  by  the  Government 
were  higher  than  could  have  been  expected,  and  much  higher  than  the 
same  stores  would  now  command.  To  this  effect  is  the  testimony  of 
every  competent  witness  upon  the  subject,  and  your  committee  refer  to 
the  testimony  without  repenting  it. 

3.  Were  these  sales  made  without  preferences  to  any  purchaser  or  class  of 
purchasers  t 

Your  committee  are  satisfied  from  the  testimony  that  the  sales  were 
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conducted  on  the  part  of  the  officers  ia  charge  with  a  single  view  to 
procaiiDg  the  highest  possible  price  for  the  Government,  and  without 
the  least  preference  to  purchasers,  either  as  to  opportunities  or  condi- 
tioDS  of  {Hirchase,  except  that  persons  were  excluded  from  the  oppor- 
tunity to  purchase  who  were  suspected  of  being  agents  of  France,  then 
at  war  with  Germany. 

4u  Were  the  Bales  made  under  8uch  circumstances  as  to  violate  the  obliga- 
tione  of  ^ke  United  States  as  a  neutral  power  pending  the  war  between 
France  and  Oermany  f 

This  subject  involves  two  questions,  one  in  regard  to  the  law  applica- 
ble to  the  transactions,  or  the  question  of  what  the  Government  might 
do  under  such  circumstances,  and  the  other  a  question  of  fact — what 
was  donef  As  to  the  first  question,  it  is  the  duty  of  a  power  desiring 
to  respect  the  obligations  of  neutrality,  to  maintain  strict  impartiality 
in  regard  to  the  belligerent  powers.  This,  however,  is  more  a  question 
of  intention  than  of  fact.  If  a  nation  be  under  treaty  obligations  with 
another,  the  treaty  having  been  entered  into  when  no  war  was  existing 
or  anticipated,  to  furnish  such  other  nation  ships  or  other  supplies  in 
the  event  of  future  war,  the  obligations  of  such  a  treaty  may  be  dis- 
diarged  during  the  existence  of  such  war  without  impairing  the  position 
of  the  contracting  nation  as  a  neutral.  So,  if  a  nation  has  a  fund  on 
hand  which  it  is  accustomed  to  loan,  or  is  engaged  in  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  arms  and  other  military  supplies,  it  may  loan  such  money, 
or  prosecute  such  sale  during  the  existence  of  war  between  other  nations, 
provided  it  does  so  in  the  fair  pursuit  of  its  own  interest,  and  without 
any  intention  of  influencing  the  strife. 

The  principles  of  international  law  applicable  to  this  subject  are  stated 
by  Vattel,  as  follows : 

**  But  this  is  no  reason  why  a  neutral  state,  under  particular  connec- 
tions of  friendship  and  good  neighborhood  with  one  of  the  belligerent 
powers,  may  not,  in  everything  that  is  unconnected  with  war,  grant  him 
all  those  preferences  which  are  due  to  friends )  much  less  does  she  afford 
any  grounds  of  exception  to  her  conduct,  if,  in  commerce,  for  instance, 
sfhe  continues  to  allow  him  such  indulgences  as  have  been  stipulated  in 
her  treaties  with  him.  She  ought,  therefore,  as  far  as  the  i)ublic  welfare 
will  permit,  equally  to  allow  the  subjects  of  both  parties  to  visit  her 
territories  on  business,  and  there  to  purchase  provisions,  horses,  and, 
in  general,  everything  they  stand  in  need  of— unless  she  has  by  a  treaty 
of  neutrality  promised  to  refuse  to  both  parties  such  articles  as  are  used 
in  war.  Amid  all  the  wars  which  disturb  Europe  the  Switzers  preserve 
their  territories  in  a  state  of  neutrality.  Every  nation  indiscriminately 
is  allowed  free  access  for  the  purchase  of  provisions,  if  the  country  has 
a  surplus,  and  for  that  of  horses,  ammunition,  and  arms. 

"  First,  no  act  on  the  part  of  a  nation,  which  falls  within  the  exercise 
of  her  rights,  and  is  done  solely  with  a  view  to  her  own  good,  without 
partiality,  without  a  design  of  favoring  one  power  to  tbe  prejudice  of 
another — no  act  of  that  kind,  I  say,  can  in  general  be  considered  as  con- 
trary to  neutrality ;  nor  does  it  become  such,  except  on  particular  occa- 
sions,  when  it  cannot  take  place  without  injury  to  one  of  the  parties, 
who  has  then  a  particular  right  to  oppose  it.  Thus,  the  besieger  has  a 
right  to  prohibit  access  to  the  place  besieged,  (see  section  ,117  in  the 
sequeL)  Except  in  cases  of  this  nature  shall  the  quarrels  of  others  de- 
prive me  of  the  free  exercise  of  my  rights  in  the  pursuit  of  measures 
which  I  judge  advantageous  to  my  people  f  Therefore,  when  it  is  the 
custom  of  a  nation,  for  the  purpose  of  employing  and  training  her  sub- 
jects, to  permit  levies  of  troops  in  favor  of  a  particular  i)ower  to  whom 
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she  thinks  proper  to  intrust  them,  the  enemy  of  that  power  cauuot  look 
upon  such  permissions  as  acts  of  hostility  unless  they  are  given  with  a 
view  to  the  invasion  of  his  territories  or  the  support  of  an  odious  and 
evidently  unjust  cause.  lie  cannot  even  demand,  as  matter  of  right, 
that  the  like  favor  be  granted  to  him,  because  that  nation  may  have 
reasons  for  refusing  him  which  do  not  hold  good  with  regard  to  his  ad- 
versary; and  it  belongs  to  that  nation  alone  to  judge  of  what  best  saits 
her  circumstances.  The  Switzers,  as  we  have  already  observed,  grant 
levies  of  troops  to  whom  they  please ;  and  no  power  has  hitherto  thought 
fit  to  quarrel  with  them  on  that  head.  It  must,  however,  be  owned  ♦ 
*  that  if  those  levies  were  considerable  and  constituted  the  principal 
strength  of  my  enemy  while,  without  any  substantial  reason  being 
alleged,  I  were  absolutely  refused  all  levies  whatever,  I  should  have 
just  cause  to  consider  that  nation  as  leagued  with  my  enemy ;  and  in 
this  case  the  care  of  my  own  safety  would  authorize  me  to  treat  her  as 
such. 

"The  case  is  the  same  with  respect  to  money  which  a  nation. may 
have  been  accustomed  to  lend  out  at  interest. 

"The  case  is  the  same  with  resi^ect  to  money  which  a  nation  may 
have  been  accustomed  to  lend  out  at  interest.  If  the  sovereign,  or  his 
subjects,  lend  money  to  my  enemy  on  that  footing,  and  refuse  it  to  me 
because  they  have  not  the  same  confidence  in  me,  this  is  no  breach  of 
neutrality. 

"  They  lodge  their  property  where  they  think  it  safest.  If  such  x>reft»r- 
ence  be  not  founded  on  good  reasons  " — 

Here  he  comes  back  to  the  precise  point — 

"I  may  impute  it  to  ill  will  against  me  or  to  a  predilection  for  my 
enemy.  Yet  if  I  should  make  it  a  pretense  for  declaring  war,  both  the 
true  principles  of  the  law  of  nations  and  the  general  custom  happily 
established  in  Europe  would  join  in  condemning  me.  While  it  appears 
that  this  nation  lends  out  her  money  purely  for  the  sake  of  gaining  an 
interest  upon  it,  she  is  at  liberty  to  dispose  of  it  according  to  her  own 
discretion ;  and  I  have  no  right  to  complain. 

"  But  if  the  loan  were  evidently  granted  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
an  enemy  to  attack  me,  this  would  be  concurring  in  the  war  against  me. 

"  If  the  troops  above  alluded  to  were  furnished  to  my  enemy  by  the 
State  herself,  and  at  her  own  expense,  or  the  money  in  like  manner  lent 
by  the  State,  without  interest,  it  would  no  longer  be  a  doubtful  question 
whether  such  assistance  were  incompatible  with  neutrality." 

"Further,  it  may  be  affirmed  on  the  same  principles  that  if  a  nation 
trades  in  arms,  timber  for  ship-building,  vessels,  and  warlike  stores,  I 
cannot  take  it  amiss  that  she  sells  such  things  to  my  enemy,  provided 
she  does  not  refuse  to  sell  them  to  me  also  at  a  reasonable  price.  She 
carries  on  her  trade  without  any  design  to  injure  me;  and  by  continu- 
ing in  the  same  manner  as  if  I  were  not  engaged  in  war.  she  gives  me 
no  just  cause  of  complaint. 

"  In  what  I  have  said  above,  it  is  supposed  that  my  enemy  goes  him- 
self to  a  neutral  country  to  make  his  purchases.  Let  us  now  discuss 
another  case — that  of  neutral  nations  resorting  to  my  enemy's  country 
for  commercial  purposes.  It  is  certain,  as  they  have  no  part  in  m}^ 
quarrel,  they  are  under  no  obligation  to  renounce  their  commerce  for 
the  sake  of  avoiding  to  supply  my  enemy  with  the  means  of  carrying  on 
the  war  against  me.  Should  they  affect  to  refuse  selling  me  a  single 
article,  while  at  the  same  time  they  take  pains  to  convey  an  abundant 
supply  to  my  enemy,  with  an  evident  intention  to  favor  him,  such  par- 
tial conduct  would  exclude  them  from  the  neutrality  they  enjoyed.  But 
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if  thej  only  continue  tiieir  customary  trade,  they  do  not  tlieroby  declare 
themselves  against  any  interest;  they  only  exercise  a  right  which  they 
are  under  no  obligation  ot'sacriHcing  to  me. 

^*0n  the  other  hand,  whenever  I  am  at  war  with  a  nation,  both  my 
safety  and  welfare  prom[>t  me  to  deprive  her,  as  far  as  possible,  of  every- 
thing which  may  enable  her  to  resist  or  injure  me.  In  this  instance  the 
law  of  necessity  exerts  its  fall  force.  If  that  law  warrants  me,  oa  occasion, 
ta  seize  what  belongs  to  other  people,  will  it  not  likewise  warrant  me  to 
intercept  everything  belonging  to  war  wiiich  neutral  nations  are  carry- 
ing to  ray  enem^'f  Even  if  I  should,  by  taking  such  measures,  render 
all  those  neutral  nations  my  enemies,  I  luid  better  ran  that  hazard  than 
fiuifer  him  who  is  actually  at  war  with  me  thus  freel.v  to  receive  supplies 
and  collect  additional  strength  to  oppose  me.  It  is,  therefore,  very 
proper,  and  jierlectly  conformable  to  the  law  of  nations,  (which  disap- 
proves of  multiplying  the  causes  of  war,)  not  to  consider  those  seizures 
of  the  goods  of  neutral  nations  as  acts  of  hostility. 

"When  I  have  notified  to  them  my  declarationof  war  against  such  or 
mch  a  nation,  if  they  will  afterward  expose  themselves  to  risk  in  sup- 
plying her  with  such  things  which  serve  to  carry  on  war,  they  will  have 
DO  reason  to  complain  if  their  goods  fall  into  my  possession,  and  I,  on 
the  other  hand,  do  not  declare  war  against  them  for  having  attempted 
to  convey  snch  goods.  They  suffer,  indeed,  by  a  war  in  which  they  have 
no  concern  ;  but  they  suffer  accidently.  I  do  not  oppose  their  right.  I 
onr^*  exert  in 3'  own  ;  and  if  our  rights  clash  with  and  reciprocally  injure 
each  other,  that  circumstance  is  the  effect  of  inevitable  necessity.  Such 
collisions  daily  happen  in  war.  When,  in  pursuance  of  my  rights,  I  ex- 
haust a  country  from  which  you  derive  your  subsistence,  when  1  besiege 
%  city  with  which  you  carried  on  a  profitable  trade,  I  doubtless  injure  you; 
I  sabject  you  to  losses  and  inconveniences,  but  it  is  without  any  de.  ign 
of  harting  you.  I  only  make  use  of  my  rights,  and  consequently  do  yon 
no  injustice." 

Congress  having,  by  the  act  of  18G8,  directed  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  dispose  of  these  arms  and  stores,  and  the  Government  being  engaged 
in  such  sales  prior  to  the  war  between  France  and  Germany,  had  a  right 
to  continue  the  same  during  the  war,  and  might,  in  the  city  of  Washing- 
ton, have  sold  and  delivered  any  amount  of  such  stores  to  Frederick 
William  or  Louis  Napoleon  in  person,  without  violating  the  obligations 
of  neutrality,  provided  [such  sales  were  made  in  good  faith,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  influencing  the  strife,  but  in  execution  of  the  lawful  pur- 
pose of  the  Government  to  sell  its  surplus  arms  and  stores. 

The  United  States,  therefore,  having  a  perfect  right  to  sell  these  arms, 
as  above  stilted,  it  remains  to  be  considered  what  in  fact  was  done  by 
the  Government  in  the  premises. 

Prior  to  October  13, 1870,  sales  were  made  without  discrimination  as 
to  purchasers,  and  on  the  morning  of  the  13th  of  October  one  lot  of 
arms,  &c.,  was  sold  to  Remington  &  Sons.  That  is,  the  terms  of  sale 
and  conditions  of  the  contrcOct  were  all  8ettled,the  Government  binding 
itself  to  deliver  the  stores  thereafter,  as  delivery  could  bo  made,  at  a  stip- 
ulates! price. 

After  this  sale  wi^s  concluded,  and  at  a  subsequent  interview  on  the 
«ame  day,  Colonel  Squire,  the  agent  of  the  liemiugtons,  exhibited  to 
the  Secretary  of  War  a  telegram,  as  follows: 

"  ILION,  New  York,  October  13. 
"W.  C.  Squire,  Arlington  Houses  Washington: 
"Remington  telegraphs  if  you  have  not  yet  bought  for  the  goveru- 
II— s  A 
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meut  you  will  be  able  to  do  so  ou  tetter  terms.  By  decree  of  the  gov- 
ernment, issued  yesterday,  all  arms  entering  France  are  liable  to  be 
taken  as  national  property  and  paid  for  according  to  appraisement. 
Speculators  in  arms  intended  for  France  will  find  their  profits  small. 
Competition  with  you  has  been  forced  and  fictitious."- 

This  telegram  led  the  Secretary  of  War  to  suspect  that  Kemington 
&  Sons  might  be  purchasing  as  agents  of  the  French  government,  and 
he  thereupon  determined  and  gave  orders  that  no  further  sales  should  be 
made  to  them ;  and  none  were  made  to  them  thereafter.  The  sale  which 
had  been  made  on  the  morning  of  the  13th,  and  before  the  Secretary 
had  seen  the  telegram,  was  not  repudiated,  and  the  arms  were  subse- 
quently delivered  and  paid  for.  It  was  the  practice  with  the  Depart- 
ment to  consider  a  sale  as  made  when  the  terms  of  the  contract  were 
fully  agreed  upon  between  the  parties,  and  it  was  regarded  as  the  duty 
of  the  Department  to  perform  the  contract,  although,  by  refusing  to  do 
so,  higher  prices  might  be  obtained.  It  was  in  pursuance  of  this  cus- 
tom that  the  contract  of  sale  which  was  made  on  the  morning  of  the 
13th  was  subsequently  performed  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 

The  telegram  above  referred  to,  without  a  knowledge  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  it  was  written,  is  undoubtedly  susceptible  of  the 
construction  which  the  Secretary  of  War  gave  to  it.  It  is,  however,  re- 
concilable with  the  theory  that  Remington  &  Sons  were  not  the  agents 
of  France,  but  were  contractors  furnishing  arms  to  France,  and  buying 
from  our  Government  to  fulfill  their  contracts  with  France;  and  the  lat- 
ter your  committee  believe  to  have  been  the  real  state  of  the  case  dur- 
ing all  the  month  of  October,  1870.  In  this  view  the  determination  of 
the  Secretary  of  War,  to  make  no  further  sales  to  Remington  &  Sons, 
illustrates  the  extreme  and  unnecessary  prudence  with  which  the  De- 
partment proceeded  in  this  matter. 

Colonel  Watson  C.  Squire  testified  as  follows : 

"Q.  State  in  your  own  language,  and  without  any  more  questioning 
than  is  necessary,  what  were  the  relations,  as  you  understood  them, 
between  Remington  &  Sons  and  the  French  Government  prior  to  the 
13th  of  October,  1870. — A.  According  to  my  understanding,  we  were 
favored  dealers  at  that  date. 

"Q.  Was  the  firm,  or  any  member  of  the  firm,  subsequently  the  agent 
of  the  French  government! —A.  Yes,  sir,  according  to  my  understand- 
ing. Mr.  Samuel  Remington  came  to  this  country,  arrived  here  some 
time  about  the  1st  of  December,  1870,  and  brought  with  him  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Gambetta,  and  also  a  letter  from  Jules  Le  Cesne,  the  presi- 
dent of  the  commission  of  armament  of  France,  which  letters  I  have 
seen,  but  which  I  cannot  state  the  contents  of  fully;  but  they  were  to 
the  purport  that  he  was  deputed  to  act  for  them. 

'*Q.  Did  he  after  that  act  as  agent  for  the  French  government? — A. 
I  so  understood  his  action  to  have  been. 

''Q.  Did  he  receive  in  New  York  the  funds  of  the  French  govern- 
ment, to  disburse  them  for  their  benefit ! — A.  He  did. 

"  Q.  Had  the  firm,  or  any  member  of  it,  occupied  any  such  relation 
to  the  French  government  to  your  knowledge  prior  to  his  return  to 
America? — A.  No,  sir. 

"Q.  That,  you  say,  was  in  the  last  of  what  month? — A,  He  started 
from  France  about  the  last  of  November,  according  to  my  recollection, 
and  arrived  here  before  the  1st  of  December.  ^ 

"Q-  Where  had  the  funds  of  the  French  government  in  New  York, 
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prior  to  his  return,  been  kept,  according  to  your  understanding? — A. 
They  had  been  kept  by  the  French  consul  general,  subject  to  his  check, 
at  different  bankinghonses. 

"Q.  After  the  return  of  Mr.  Bemingtou  were  these  funds  transferred 
to  his  controlf — A.  The  small  balance  remaining  was  so  transferred. 

**Q.  And  he  received  them  as  the  agent  of  the  French  government! — 
A.  He  never  signed  any  checks  or  any  other  documents,  that  I  am  aware 
of,  as  such  agent ;  but  that  is  my  understanding  of  the  relation  that 
existed.  The  business  correspondence  that  occurred  was  by  cable  tele- 
graph, and  that  all  passed  under  my  observation ;  in  fact  1  conducted 
it  under  Mr.  Eemington^s  direction,  but  whatever  confidential  letters 
he  may  have  written  I  did  not  see.  He  always  signed  his  dispatches 
as  an  individual,  and  not  with  the  name  of  the  company,  and  the  letter 
that  I  saw  from  Mr.  Gambetta  was  to  him  as  an  individual,  and  not  to 
the  company. 

"Q.  That  letter,  as  you  recollect  it,  authorized  him  to  net  for  the 
French  government  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

^•Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  authority  to  any  member  of  the  firm  to  act 
as  agent  for  the  French  government  prior  to  that! — A.  No,  sir;  using 
the  word  *  agent'  in  its  technical  meaning,  I  do  not  assume  to  be  the 
judge  wholly  of  the  matter,  but  that  is  my  understanding  of  it.  I  do 
not  think  the  letter  mentioned  anything  about  funds,  but  simply  directed 
him  to  proceed  to  America  and  act  for  France  in  the  purchase  of  arms ; 
ga\*e  him  discretionary  authority  to  some  extent. 

**Q,  Prior  to  that  time  had  the  corporation  of  E.  Eemington  &  Sons 
been  in  the  habit  of  selling  arms  to  the  French  government  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

'*Q-  Arms  of  their  own  manufacture! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

"Q.  And  arms  purchased  from  the  Government  of  the  United  States? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

^^Q.  Had  that  firm  also  been  in  the  habit  of  dealing  in  arms  with 
other  governments  than  that  of  France? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

"Q.  For  how  long  a  time? — A.  Ever  since  my  connection  with  the 
company.'' 

The  fact  is,  then,  that  Remington  &  Son  were  contractors  with  the 
French  government  for  the  supply  of  arms  and  military  stores  in  Oc- 
tober, 1870,  having  previously  sustained  the  same  relations  toward 
.several  other  governments,  but  were  not  agents  of  the  French  govern- 
ment; and  being  under  contract  to  that  government  to  furnish  arms, 
they  undoubtedly  purchased  from  our  Government  with  a  view  to  the 
performance  of  their  contracts  with  the  French  government.  And  by 
the  terms  of  their  agreement  with  that  government  they  were  to  receive 
a  certain  per  cent,  above  the  price  they  paid  for  the  arms  in  this  country. 
This  agreement  in  relation  to  a  percentage  does  not  show  whether  their 
relation  to  the  French  government  was  that  of  contractors  or  agents, 
because  it  is  as  consistent  with  the  one  character  as  with  the  other.  To 
i-onstitute  tliem  agents  it  must  be  shown  that  a  purchase  by  them  from 
our  Government  was  a  purchase  inuring  per  se  to  the  benefit  of  the 
French  government,  and  for  which  that  government  would  have  been 
liable  to  us  whether  the  Remingtons  delivered  the  arms  or  not. 

The  telegram,  like  many  telegrams,  is  ambiguous.  It  says :  '^  Rem- 
ington telegraphs  if  you  have  not  bought  for  the  government  (of  France) 
yea  will  be  able  to  do  so  on  better  terms,"  &c.  This  language  was  ap- 
propriate whether  the  Remingtons  were  agents  of  the  French  govern- 
ment in  making  purchases  from  the  United  States  or  were  making 
parclifees  from  onr  Government  for  the  purpose  of  fulfilling  their  con- 
tracts with  France.     The  phrase  "  if  yon  have  not  bought  for  the  gov- 
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ernment''  (of  France)  might  refer  as  well  to  a  purchase  by  them  as 
agents  of  Krarice,  as  to  a  purchase  by  them  for  the  purpose  of  selling  to 
F  rnnce.  And  Squire,  to  whom  the  dispatch  was  sent,  testifies  that  he 
sbould  not  have  exhibited  the  telegram  to  the  Secretary  of  War  if  be 
had  understood  by  it  what  the  Secretary  inferred  from  it,  that  the 
Remingtons  were  agents  of  France.  This  view  of  the  relations  between 
the  French  government  and  the  Remingtons,  in  October,  1870,  is 
Rtrengtiiened  and  confirmed  by  the  foct  that,  subsequently,  Samuel 
Remington  was  appointed  an  agent  of  that  government,  by  proper  letters 
of  authority,  and  assumed  the  responsibilities  and  discharged  the  duties 
of  such  agency.  But  this  was  at  a  time  long  subsequent  to  the  sales 
which  were  made  by  the  United  States  to  the  Remingtons. 

Therefore  your  committee  without  hesitation  report  that  the  sales  of 
arms  and  military  stores  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1871, 
were  not  made  under  such  circumstances  as  to  violate  the  obligations 
of  our  Government  as  a  neutral  power  j  and  this,  to  recapitulate,  for 
three  reasons:  1.  The  Remingtons  were  not,  in  fact,  agents  of  France 
during  the  time  when  sales  were  made  to  them ;  2.  If  they  were  such 
agents,  such  fact  was  neither  known  nor  suspected  by  our  Government 
at  the  tiniethe  sales  were  made ;  and,  3.  If  the^'  had  been  sueh  agents, 
and  if  that  fact  had  been  known  to  our  Government,  or  if,  instead  of 
sending  agents,  Louis  Napoleon  or  Frederick  William  had  personally 
appeared  at  the  War  Department,  to  purchase  arms,  it  would  have 
been  lawful  for  us  to  sell  to  either  of  them,  in  pursuance  of  a  national 
policy  adopted  by  us  piior  to  the  commencement  of  hostilities. 

5.  Did  any  officer  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  share  any 
profits  or  advantage  of  such  sales^  or  derive  any  benefit  therefrom  f 

The  testimony  upon  this  subject  is  clear  and  satisfactory.  There  is 
not  the  slightest  foundation  for  even  a  susi)icion  that  any  officer  of  the 
War  Department  or  of  the  Government  derived  any  advantage  from 
these  sales.  The  name  of  General  Rufus  lugalls  having  been  men- 
tioned in  this  connection,  and  he  having  been  subjected  to  some  criti- 
cism, your  committee  feel  bound  to  say,  as  a  mere  act  of  justice,  that  he 
is  fully  exonerated.  His  only  connection  with  this  transaction  was  the 
execution  of  an  unofficial,  friendly  office  in  delivering  a  message  to  and 
making  an  inquiry  of  the  French  minister  at  Washington,  for  which  ba 
neither  received,  nor  expected  to  receive,  the  lightest  considcratioa  or 
advantage.  And  your  committee  believe  that  the  conduct  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  and  his  subordinates  in  these  transactions  waB  entirely 
blameless,  and  resulted  in  great  advantage  to  the  Government.  And 
inasmuch  as  the  Remingtons  have  also  been  mentioned  in  this  con- 
ne<;tion,  justice  requires  at  the  hand  of  your  committee  the  remark  that 
this  investigation  has  not  resulted  in  impeaching  the  high  character 
which  they  have  so  long  sustained  for  enterprise  and  business  integrity. 
Onr  countiy  nmy  justly  be  proud  of  such  citizens. 

III. 

Your  committee  uere  a^so  directed  to  inquire  whether  any  member  of  the 
Senate^  or  any  other  American  ciiize^i,  is  or  has  been  in  communicaiimh  or 
coUvsicn  tcith  the  gorcrnmcnt  or  authorities  of  any  foreign  power ^  or  with 
avy  agint  cr  officer  thereof  in  reference  to  the  matter  of  said  sales. 

The  testimony  shows  that  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  now  a  resident 
of  Washington,  is  the  legal  adviser  of  the  legation  of  France,  and  has 
been  the  agent  of  that  goveriunent  for  various  occasional  purposdfe.  He 
was  examined  as  a  witness  before  yonr  committee,  and  seemed  utterly 
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oblivious  of  the  distinctions  between  facts  within  his  own  knowled^jo- 
and  the  thin^^s  which  he  beh'eved  or  suspected.  He  testified  with  as 
much  confidence  in  regard  to  events  transpiring'  in  France,  as  to  which 
he  could  have  no  personal  knowled<^o,  as  to  scenes  in  Wasliinglon,  in 
which  he  was  an  actor.  His  testiniony  before  the  committee  is  contra- 
dieted  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasnry,  and  by 
a  cloud  of  other  witnesses.  His  appearance  before  the  committee  was 
that  of  an  enthusiast,  bent  on  producing  ^a  certain  impression  without 
K'^.ml  to  fact,  rather  than  that  of  a  prudent  man,  careful  to  state  onlj' 
what  he  knows. 

An  examination  of  the  testimony  cannot  fail  to  produce  the  impres- 
sion that  the  marquis  is  the  source  of  all  the  aspersions  which  have 
been  thrown  upon  our  Government  and  the  suspicions  which  have  been 
csist  apon  its  officials.  His  connection  with  the  le^jation  of  France, 
from  which  he  sometimes  emerg^es,  and  under  which,  at  other  times,  he 
shelters  himself,  leaves  in  doubt  what  was  his  real  purpose  in  all  this 
matter.  At  times  he  seems  to  have  been  intriguing  in  the  interest  of 
the  French  government  to  establish  claims  or  causes  of  complaint 
against  American  citizens;  at  other  times  he  seems  to  have  been  acting 
as  the  agent  or  friend  of  his  relative,  the  former  consul  general  of 
France  at  New  York,  M.  Place. 

It  is  impossible  to  determine,  from  the  testimony,  precisely  where  his 
official  character  ended  and  his  pergonal  eftorts  commenced,  or  pre- 
cisely what  was  the  purpose  for  which  he  desired  this  investigation ; 
but  it  is  certain  that  he  labored  constantly,  and  finally  with  success,  to 
accomplish  it. 

It  appears  that  M.  Place  fell  under  suspicion  of  his  own  government, 
was  removed,  and  put  on  trial  in  France  for  his  fraudulent  administra- 
tion as  consul  general. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun  testifies  that  he  was  anxious  to  secure 
Dot  the  conviction  of  Place  nor  his  acquittal,  but  only  a  fair  trial  for 
Mm.  But  the  whole  testimony  of  the  marquis  shows  that  he  believed 
Place  was  an  innocent  man;  and  therefore,  wdien  the  marquis  says  ho 
was  anxious  to  secure  a  fair  trial,  it  must  be  presumed  that  he  was  en- 
deavoring to  secure  his  acquittal.  It  was  sufiposed  that  the  French  Gov- 
ernment had  been  swindled  to  the  amount  of  $1,51)0,000,  and  Place  was, 
apparently,  suspected  of  having  been  in  fault  in  the  matter.  The  mar- 
quis seems  to  have  believed  that  it  would  relieve  Place  if  it  conld  be 
established  that  some  officials  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
had  received  this  money ;  and  his  efibrts  seem  to  have  been  directed  to 
make  this  appear. 

His  first  move  was  to  apply  to  Senator  Patterson.  The  marquis,  in 
his  testimony,  speaking  of  his  first  interview  with  Mr.  Patterson,  says: 

"I  told  Mr.  Patterson  that  information  of  a  rather  vague  character, 
hut  information  tending  to  the  same  effect,  had  come  to  us  in  various 
^pes,  and  that  I  heard  many  things  connecting  not  high  officials,  but 
parties  even  in  the  Government,  or  ratlier  officers  of  the  Government, 
with  that  matter.  I  told  him  that  I  thought  there  was  some  discrepancy 
between  the  War  Hccoants  and  the  Treasury  accounts,  and  that,  with- 
out poshing  this  matter  further  for  the  time  being,  I  asked  him  to  see 
whether,  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Eetreuchmeut,  he  conld  see 
those  papers  and  explain  to  me  how  the  matter  stood.  That  was,  in 
fact,  my  idea,  so  far  as  my  recollection  goes,  about  these  first  inter 

Senator  Patterson,  speaking  of  this  interview,  says: 

"It  was  in  Marcli  of  last  year  that  the  Marquis  de  Ohambrnn  came  to 
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me,  and  said  he  wished  to  consult  me  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
lletreuchment,  in  relation  to  certain  fraudulent  transactions  which  had 
taken  i)lace  in  the  transfer  of  arms  between  the  United  States  and  the 
French  government.  He  said  that  the  French  consul  at  New  York, 
Place,  was  in  some  way  mixed  up  with  those  transactions,  and  he  was 
very  anxious  to  fjet  at  the  facts,  which  he  thought  could  be  learned 
from  a  comparison  of  the  papers  in  the  Ordnance  Bureau  of  the  War 
Department  and  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department,  but  that,  as  a 
French  subject,  he  had  no  right  to  call  for  those  books,  and,  as  I  was  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Retrenchment,  he  desired  that  I  would  see 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  relation  to  it.  Ho  stated,  in  the  same 
connection,  that  undoubtedly  certain  Auiericans  and  possibly  subordi- 
nate oflBcials  in  the  War  Department  would  be  found  mixed  up  with 
these  transactions.  .Accordingly,  I  saw  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
and  stated  to  him  the  substance  of  what  Chambrun  had  stated  to  me. 
The  Secretary  replied,  substantially,  that  he  thought  there  had  been  no 
fraud  or  impropriet^'^  in  those  transactions,  and  that  there  had  been  no 
violation  of  iuternational  law  or  treaty  stipulations  in  the  sale  of  arms. 
He  said,  also,  it  would  take  some  time  and  a  good  deal  of  clerical  force 
to  make  a  comparison  of  the  papers  of  the  War  Department  and  of  the 
Treasury  Department,  and,  if  it  could  be  avoided,  he  did  not  care  to«be 
at  that  trouble.  This  was  just  at  the  close  of  the  session,  and  so  the 
matter  dropped. 

"Bv  Mr.  ScnuRZ: 

"  Q.  Did  you  request  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  give  you  such 
information  as  would  throw  light  on  the  subject? — A.  1  stated  to  him 
what  Chambrun  had  said  to  me,  and  stated  what  Chambrun's  request 
had  been  to  me.    I  did  not  !nake  an  absolute  request. 

"By  the  Chairman: 

''  Q.  You  understood  Chambrun,  did  you  not,  to  make  the  allegation 
that  somebody  had  got  uioneys  that  belonged  to  the  French  govern- 
ment?— A.  He  stated  that  in  this  transaction  from  three  to  four  million.^ 
of  dollars  had  dropped  somewhere  between  the  French  government  and 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

*'  Q.  Did  he  make  any  complaint  of  the  manner  of  the  sale  by  our  Gov- 
ernment to  the  French,  or  to  anybody  else? — A,  I  do  not  think  he  did 
at  that  time. 

"  Q.  The  substance  of  his  charge  was  that  moneys  had  been  i)aid  that 
the  French  government  had  not  realized  the  benefit  of! — A.  Yes,  sir; 
aad  he  was  anxious  to  get  at  the  facts,  that  they  might  be  used  in  de- 
termining the  conduct  of  the  French  consul  at  New  York,  Place. 

"Q.  That  was  about  a  year  ago  now? — A.  Yes,  sir;  about  one  year 
ago." 

And  further  testifying.  Senator  Patterson  says : 

"  Q.  When  did  you  next  have  the  matter  called  to  your  attention  ? — A. 
During  the  executive  session,  in  M{iy  last,  Chambrun  spoke  to  me  again 
in  relation  to  the  matter.  He  said  that  the  French  government  had  been 
investigating  the  conduct  of  the  consul  at  New  York,  taking  some 
testimony  in  relation  to  it,  and  he  thought  it  was  a  very  bad  transaction, 
from  beginning  to  end. 

"  Q.  Did  he  state,  in  any  of  your  interviews,  the  names  of  any  indi- 
viduals whom  he  supposed  had  gotten  this  money? — A.  Yes,  sir;  he 
gave  me  the  names  of  parties  who  might  be  implicated,  possibly,  in 
these  transactions. 

"  Q.  Please  state  those  names. — A.  He  mentioned  the  name  of  Mr. 
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BemiDgton,  and  also  of  General  Ingalls,  and  then  stated  in  a  general 
way  that  he  thought  parties  in  the  Ordnance  Bureau  of  the  War  De- 
partment must  have  been  in  collusion  with  the  other  parties  named  in 
these  transactions. 

'*  Q.  Did  he  profess  to  give  j^ou  any  fact  upon  which  he  formed  his 
opinion  as  to  those  individuals,  or  was  it  mere  conjecture? — A.  He  did 
not  state  to  me,  at  that  time,,  very  fully  the  facts  known  to  himself;  but 
at  a  later  i>eriod  he  did,  which  I  will  state.  Nothing  was  done  about 
the  matt-er  at  that  session.  I,  of  course,  was  very  busj^,  in  connection 
with  my  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  in 
examining  the  treaty.  Nothing,  therefore,  was  done  about  it  then,  and 
so  it  rested  until  we  came  together  at  tUe  beginning  of  this  session, 
when  he  came  to  me  again,  lie  had  several  interviews  with  me  at  the 
opening  of  the  session.  At  that  time  he  stated  more  fully  what  he 
thought  could  be  proved,  and  gave  me  the  names  of  other  parties  who 
had  been  connected  with  these  transactions. 

'*  Q.  Let  us  have  the  names. — A.  He  mentioned  the  name  of  C.  K. 
Garrison  and  a  Mr.  Hoey ;  gentlemen  whom  I  do  not  know.  1  do  not 
know  either  of  these  parties. 

'*Q.  Do  you  know  where  they  reside! — A.  He  stated  to  me  that  Mr. 
Hoey  resided  at  Long  Branch,  and,  if  I  remember  correctly,  he  said  Mr. 
Garrison  resided  at  New  York,  though  formerly  from  Saint  Louis. 

**Q.  Did  he  name  any  other  parties  than  thijse  you  have  named,  that 
you  recollect! — A.  No;  I  do  not  recall  any  others. 

'*  Q.  At  either  of  these  interviews,  did  Chambrun  show  you  a  copy  of 
a  letter? — A.  Perhaps  some  other  matter  should  come  before  that.  He 
stated  to  me  that  Place  had  been  removed  from  his  consulate. 

"Q.  He  was  consul  general! — A.  He  was  the  French  consul  at  New 
York.  He  said  Place  had  been  removed  from  his  consulate  on  account 
of  his  connection  with  this  sale  and  purchase  of  arms,  and  had  a  trial 
in  France  in  which  he  was  acquitted,  but  there  was  to  be  a  second  trial, 
and  he  believed  if  the  part  which  all  the  persons  connected  with  this 
transaction  had  played  in  it  could  be  brought  to  light,  it  might  relieve 
Place;  or,  at  any  rate,  he  was  anxious  to  get  at  the  facts  on  account  of 
the  connection  they  would  be  likely  to  have  with  this  trial  of  Place, 
which  was  about  to  take  place  in  France. 

"  By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

^'  Q.  Did  3'ou  say  he  seemed  to  be  anxions  fo  acquit  Place  ? — A.  Well, 
I  cannot  say  that. 

"  By  the  Chairman  : 

*'Q.  Did  he  appear  to  be  friendly  to  Place? — A.  He  appeared  to  be 
interested  in  the  trial. 

"  By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

*'Q.  Was  he  interested  for  Place  or  to  get  the  facts  against  him  I — A. 
I  rather  judge  he  was  interested  for  Place  as  a  personal  friend,  but  1 
cannot  sav. 

*'  By  the  Chairman  : 

"Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  he  said  he  thought  this  evidence 
wonld  tend  to  relieve  Place?— A.  He  stated  this  to  me:  That  if  an  in- 
vestigation could  be  instituted  here,  he  believed  it  would  arrest  proceed- 
ings in  France  for  the  present. 

"  By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
"Q.  That  was  said  since  this  session  commenced? — A.  Yes,  sir;  be- 
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oanse  ci^rtain  facts  would  be  bronght  out  in  an  inveati^ation  here  which 
neiMiCT  the  proseoution  nor  Mie  defense  could  ^et  hold  of  in  France,  and 
they  w^ould  await  the  result  of  an  investigation  here  before  proceeding:: 
with  the  trial  there. 

"B3'  Mr.  ScnuBZ: 

"Q.  At  what  time  was  that  conversation  on  that  ])oint! — A.  About 
the  time  the  discnssion  was  going  on  on  Mr.  Trumbull's  resolution  for 
the  reorganization  of  the  Conunittee  on  Retrenchment — early  in  the 
present  session.  He  stated,  in  one  of  the  conversations,  that  the  French 
government  had  entered  into  a  contract  with  O.  K.  Garrison  to  furnish 
fifty  batteries,  and  that  one  of  the  conditions  of  tiic  contract  was  that 
the  batteries  should  be  delivered  within  a  given  time,  ard  if  not  deliv- 
ered within  that  time,  the  contract  was  to  be  void;  that  he  was  not  ablo 
to  deliver  the  guns  within  the  specified  time,  and,  therefore,  the  French 
government,  as  the  war  had  closed,  or  nearly  closed,  at  that  time,  refused 
to  take  the  guns,  saying  that  the  contract  wns  void  ;  that  General  In- 
galls  came  to  Washington  in  the  interest  of  Garrison,  and  went  to  the 
l^rench  legation,  and  endeavored  to  exert  an  influence  over  the  French 
minister  to  induce  him  to  advise  his  government  to  take  those  batteries 
and  pay  the  stipulated  price.  Mr.  Chambrun  said  to  me  that  this  was 
in  opposition  to  advice  which  he  himself,  as  counsel  for  the  French  le- 
gation, had  given  to  the  legation  in  respect  to  their  liabilities  under  the 
contract,  and  he  said  he  was  surprised  to  learn  that  the  French  govern- 
ment took  the  batteries,  and  paid,  1  think,  $1,200,000  for  them,  although 
the  time  had  expired  within  which  they  were  to  be  delivered  according 
to  the  contract.  At  one  of  these  interviews  he  showed  me  a  copy  of  a 
letter  written  by  Remington  to  T^e  Cesne,  the  president  of  the  commis- 
sion of  armament  at  Tours. 

"By  the  Chairman: 

^*Q.  Do  you  refer  to  the  letter  which  appeared  in  the  preamble  to  Mr. 
Sumner's  resohition? — A.  That  was  the  letter,  and  at  the  same  time  he 
expressed  a  wish  that  I  should  introduce  a  resolution  into  the  Senate 
asking  to  have  this  subject  investigated,  which  I  declined  to  do,  on  the 
ground  that  I  was  no  longer  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Retrench- 
ment, and  that  my  motives  had  been  somewhat  misunderstood,  if  not 
misrepresented,  in  making  other  investigations,  which  I  had  done  as  a 
matter  of  duty  as  a  mender  of  the  committee,  and  I  did  not  care  to 
volunteer  any  further  service  of  that  kind ;  besides^  I  ihoughty  as  a  friend 
of  the  administration^  if  any  suhordinates  in  the  employ  of  the  Government 
had  been  connected  with  such  fraudulent  transactions,  it  teas  my  duty  to 
state  the  case  to  the  President  and  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  let  them 
taJce  the  initiative,  and  carry  through  any  investigations  of  this  JcindP 

Your  committee  cannot  doubt  that  Senator  Patterson's  conclusion, 
that  it  was  his  duty  as  an  American  Senator,  if  any  i^roceedlngs  were 
necessary,  to  state  the  case  to  the  executive  authorities  of  our  Govern- 
ment, and  permit  them  to  investigate  it,  was  a  proper  and  patriotic 
conclusion  ;  and  that  had  other  Senators  acted  with  equal  consideration 
this  investigation  would  never  have  been  ordered. 

The  maiquis,  having  failed  to  secure  an  investigation  through  Senator 
Patterson,  endeavored  to  accomplish  his  purpose  by  application  to  the 
Secretary  of  War,  with  whom  he  had  several  private  interviews,  speak- 
ing of  which  the  Secretary  says: 

**I  would  further  state,  in  reference  to  these  jmvate  interviews,  that 
on  both  those  occasions,  December  27, 1871,  and  January  20, 1S72,  the 
Harquis  de  Chambrun  informed  me  that  he  was  satisfied  that  a  resolu- 
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tion  of  investigation  would  be  introduced  in  Congress,  investigating  the 
matters  concerning  these  sales  of  arms;  that  he  was  a  friend  of  the 
administration;  that  he  was  attached  to  the  administration;  that  he 
was  anxious  that  this  resohition  should  be  oifered  by  some  person  who 
was  a  friend  of  the  administration :  and  tliat  he  thought  I  had  better 
use  my  influence  to  that  end.  I  toUl  him  it  made  no  difference  to  me  or 
to  my  Department  whether  a  resolution  of  investigation  was  offered  or 
not,  or  who  offered  it;  that  I  knew  that  my  conduct  in  reference  to  the 
matter  had  been  above  reproach ;  that  I  was  anxious  that  the  record  of 
the  Department  in  reference  to  the  matter  should  go  to  the  country ; 
and  that  while  I  did  not  seek  responsibility,  I  accepted  it,  and  would 
gladly  respond  to  any  resolution  of  investigation  that  was  offVred.  He 
referred  to  that  subject  in  both  onr  private  interviews.  1  believe  that 
is  all  in  itjference  to  these  matters." 

Having  thus  failed  to  procure  an  investigation  by  our  Government, 
by  which  he  hoped  to  obtain  proof  to  affect  the  trial  of  his  friend  and 
relative,  M.  Place,  in  France,  by  applying  to  Senator  Patterson  and 
Secretary  Belknap,  both  friends  of  the  administration  of  our  Govern- 
ment, the  marquis  next  applied  to  Senators  Schurz  and  Sumner.    He 
ftimished  to  Senator  Sumner  the  copy  of  the  letter  from  Kemington  to 
Le  Cesne,  although  in  a  subsequent  conversation  with  Secretary  Bout- 
well  he  denied  that  he  had  done  so,  and  charged  upon  Senator  Patterson 
that  he,  Chambrun,  had  given  the  letter  to  him  to  show  to  the  President, 
and  that  Senator  Patterson  had  given  it,  or  a  copy  of  it,  to  Mr.  Sumner. 
This  letter  was  one  of  the  principal  inducements  to  the  intro<luction,  by 
Senator  Sumner,  of  the  resolution  for  investigation.    Another  induce- 
ment was  the  supposed  discrepancy  between  the  accounts  of  the  War 
and  the  Treasury  Department  in  regard  to  these  sales,  which  turns  out 
not  to  have  existed;  and  yet  another,  was  a  pretended  resolution  of  the 
French  Assembly,  or  some  committee  thereof,  which,  it  ap[)ear8,  never 
was  passe<l.     Had  Senators  Sumner  and  Schurz  applied  to  the  Treasury 
and  War  Departments  for  information  upon  this  subject,  which  they 
could  have  done,  with  the  slight  inconvenience  of  five  minutes'  walk, 
bat  which  they  omitted  to  do,  they  would  have  learned  all  the  material 
facts  which  it  has  cost  the  Government  thousands  of  dollars  to  ascer- 
tain by  this  investigation.    Thej'  would  have  learned  that  there  was  no 
discrepancy  between  the  accounts  of  the  two  Departments,  and  that 
there  was  no  fraud  nor  violation  of  the  law  of  nations  in  the  sales.    But 
in  that  case  Chambrun  would  liave  failed  in  his  effort  to  use  the  Senate 
as  an  instrumentality  for  obtaining  testimony  to  vindicate  his  friend, 
U.  Place,  and  the  opportunity  would  have  been  lost  to  cast  suspicion 
upon  and  raise  a  scandal  against  the  executive  administration  of  our 
Qoveniment. 

To  restate  the  case,  this  investigation  was  moved,  first,  ui>on  a  state- 
ment that  a  certain  resolution  had  been  adopted  in  France ;  second, 
upon  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  state  of  accounts  between  two  Execu- 
tive Departments  of  our  Gk)ven]ment;  and,  third,  a  totally  unfounded 
BBspicion  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  War  Department  in  making  the 
cales.  It  is  now  ascertained  that  such  supposed  resolution  never  was 
passed ;  that  the  ot^et  two  grounds  had  no  existx^nce  in  fact,  as  might 
easily  have  been  discovered  by  the  Senators  who  moved  and  supported 
this  resolution  of  inquiry.  In  yet  other  words,  this  resolution  was  based 
upon  one  falsehood, one  misapprehension,  and  one  unfounded  suspicion; 
and  would  not  have  been  moved  at  all  had  other  Senators  imitated  the 
^riadom  and  prndence  which  marked  the  course  of  Senator  Patterson. 
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IV. 

Your  convnitiee  wei'e  also  directed  to  inquire  xclietlver  breech-loading  mus- 
ketSj  or  other  muskets  capable  of  being  transformed  into  breech-loaders^  Jiave 
not  been  sold  by  the  War  Department  in  such  large  numbers  as  seriously  to 
impair  the  defensive  capacity  of  the  country  in  time  of  war  f 

The  extent  to  which  a  nation  should  be  prepared  for  war  must  depend 
upon  the  circumstances  which  suiTound  it,  and  the  possibility  of  imme- 
diate or  sudden  emergency.  As  the  continental  nations  of  Europe  are 
situated  with  reference  to  each  other,  it  is  indispensable  that  each  should 
not  only  maintain  a  large  army,  but  keep  on  hand  immense  supplies  of 
ordnance  stores.  The  late  war  between  France  and  Germany  was  wholly 
unexpected  by  Germany,  and  yet  when  France  declared  war  Germany 
was  compelled  to  have  a  large  army  in  the  field  within  five  days  to 
defend  her  territory  from  invasion. 

The  insular  position  of  Great  Britain  exempts  her  from  the  necessity 
of  maintaining  a  large  standing  army  at  home,  and  she  relies  upon  her 
navy  for  protection.  The  United  States  is  still  more  happily  situated 
in  this  respect.  The  commanding  position  which  we  occupy  on  this 
continent  exempts  us  from  all  danger  of  attack  by  neighboring  nations, 
and  the  ocean  is  our  defense  against  European  powers.  It  is  therefore 
wholly  unnecessary  for  us  to  maintain  a  large  standing  army,  and  equally 
unnecessary  to  keep  on  hand  such  supply  of  arms  and  other  ordnance 
stores  as  would  otherwise  be  necessary. 

The  testimony  shows  that  the  Government  has,  in  addition  to  the 
arms  now  in  the  hands  of  the  troops,  682.869  serviceable  arms,  besides 
a  large  amount  of  unserviceable  arms,  which  might,  with  slight  ex- 
pense, and  in  a  short  time,  be  made  serviceable  for  tJie  field;  that  158,244 
serviceable  arms  were  retained  by  the  volunteer  soldiers  as  they  were 
mustered  out,  most  of  which,  in  case  of  emergency,  would  find  their  way 
into  service  again. 

The  Springfield  armory,  asat  present  equipped,  and  working  eight  hours 
a  day,  can  turn  out  two  hundred  breech-loading  muskets  per  day;  and,  in 
case  of  emergency,  with  three  reliefs  of  men,  working  in  all  twenty-four 
hours  per  day,  could  turn  out  600  per  day.  This  would  give  36,000  at 
the  end  of  sixty  days ;  and  within  sixty  days  the  capacity  of  the  armory 
could  be  doubled,  which  would  give  1,200  per  day. 

The  various  private  manufactories  which,  in  case  of  emergency,  might 
be  employed  by  the  Government,  could  furnish  as. many  more;  and  the 
capacity  of  all  public  and  private  manufactories  could,  in  case  of  emer- 
gency, be  greatly  and  almost  indefinitely  increased,  though  at  great 
additional  expense,  of  course. 

Major  Benet,  assistant  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  one  of  the  most  ca- 
pable officers  in  that  service,  testified  as  follows : 

*'Q.  General  Dyer  stated  the  other  day  the  number  of  arms  that  can 
be  turned  out  monthly  by  the  fa<5tories  in  this  country,  public  and  pri- 
vate. How  many  breech-loaders,  in  your  opinion,  can  be  turned  out 
monthly  ? — ^A.  I  should  suppose  there  would  be  very  little  difficulty  at 
the  end  of  thirty  days  in  turning  out  100,000  breech-loaders  a  month, 
and  I  should  think  there  ought  not  to  be  any  fears  entertained  by  Con- 
gress in  regard  to  our  being  able  to  arm  the  troops,  from  the  fact  that 
the  troops  have  to  be  got  together  before  they  want  their  arms,  and 
that  takes  time,  as  I  believe  all  officers  who  have  been  in  the  field  can 
testify. 

"Q.  How  many  muzzle-loaders  have  we? — A.  The  muzzle-loaders 
that  we  had  on  hand  when  this  report  in  my  hand  was  made  out,  within 
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the  last  two  or  three  weeks,  since  the  arms  discussion  has  come  up, 
were  355,378  new  Spriiigfields,  caliber  .58. 

"Q.  Then  at  the  present  time  we  can  put  into  the  field  and  arm 
455,000  men,  in  round  numbers,  355,000  of  them  being  armed  with  muz- 
zle-loaders and  100,000  armed  with  breech-loaders  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

"Q.  And  at  the  expiration  of  a  month  we  could  put  in  100,000  more 
men,  to  be  armed  with  breech-loaders  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  At  the  end  of 
thirty  days  they  could  be  turning  out  at  the  rate  of  100,000  a  month, 
and  there  is  one  factory  in  the  country  that  is  prepared  now  to  turn 
oat  1,500  guns  a  day ;  that  is  the  Remington  factory.  So  I  have  been 
informed.  At  the  present  time,  probably  in  the  first  month,  they  could 
not  turn  out  that  much  j  but  they  might  be  able  to  turn  out  several 
hundred  a  day.  I  do  not  know  how  many,  but  at  the  end  of  thirty 
days  th^y  would  be  able  to  turn  out  1,500  a  day.  I  was  so  informed  by 
one  of  the  firm  of  Remingtons  yesterday. 

*'  By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

'^  Q.  Who  ? — A.  Mr.  Squire.  I  happened  to  meet  him  in  the  House 
committee-room. 

"  By  Mr.  Ames  : 

"  Q.  How  many  could  be  turned  out  the  first  month  f — A.  I  think  he 
stated  there  would  be  no  difiiculty  in  turning  out  500  a  day.  Then 
there  is  the  Springfield  Armory,  the  Colt  factory,  the  Providence  Com- 
pany, the  Winchester  Company,  and  other  factories  that  are  prepared 
to  make  breech-loading  arms.  So  that  I  do  not  think  there  would  be 
any  difficulty. 

'^  By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

"Q.  How  .many  can  the  Springfield  Armory  turn  out  a  day  now  f — 
A.  I  presume  200  or  300  a  day,  I  am  not  positive.  I  think  in  the 
course  of  thirty  days  they  could  turn  out  a  good  many  hundred  a  day. 

"  By  Mr.  Ames  : 

*'  Q.  Suppose  you  make  it  100  a  day.  That  would  be  3,000  a  month, 
so  that  at  the  present  time  we  could  i)ut  into  the  field  an  army  of  455,000 
men,  100,000  of  whom  would  have  breech-loaders,  and  at  the  expiration 
of  a  month,  Remington  turning  out  500  a  day,  as  I  understood  you  he 
conld,  we  should  have  an  increase  of  15,000  more  men  armed  with 
breech-loaders.  So  that  at  the  end  of  a  month  we  should  have  an  army 
of  470,000  men,  355,000  of  whom  would  be  armed  with  muzzle-loaders, 
and  the  others  with  breech-loaders,  and  every  month  afterward  we 
coald  have  100,000  more  f — A.  I  should  think  so. 

"  Q.  That  is,  at  the  expiration  of  two  months  from  date,  we  could  in- 
crease our  470,000  to  570,000  !— A.  Yes,  sir.  ' 

"  Q.  How  many  muskets  were  taken  home  with  them  by  the  Union 
soldiers  thai  were  in  the  late  rebellion  ? — A.  That  I  do  not  know.  A 
great  many,  however." 

From  these  facts,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Government  could 
arm  a  million  of  men  as  fast  as  they  could  be  raised  and  organized  to 
receive  the  arms.  Your  committee  therefore  report  that  the  sales  under 
consideration  have  not  seriously,  nor  at  all,  impaired  the  defensive  ca- 
pacity of  the  country  in  time  of  war. 
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V. 

'Pa^er^  aooompanying  this  report. 

Exhibit  No.  1* — ^Statement  of  sales,  &c. 
Exhibit  No.  2. — ^The  testimony  taken  before  the  committee. 
Exhibit  No.  3. — ^The  journal  of  the  committee,  and  index  to  tesfti 
moDj. 

H.  HAMLIN, 

Chairman  of  Committee, 

JOHN  A.  LOGAN. 

MATT.  H.  <',ARPENTEK. 

ADELBERT  AMES. 

FREDERICK  A.  SAWYER. 

J  AS.  HARLAN. 
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VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY. 


Hay  11.  187*2. — Ordered  to  be  prloted,  t3  ascompany  Report  No.  183. 


The  undersigned  finds  himself  constrained  to  diflfer  from  the  majority 
of  the  committee  in  their  conclusions  touching  the  sales  of  arms  and 
ordnance  stores  by  the  Government  daring  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30, 1871,  and  the  circumstances  under  Tvhich  said  sales  were  made,  and 
begs  leave  to  submit  the  following  report,  which  presents  the  grounds 
of  his  dissent : 

The  subject-matter  of  investigation  divides  itself  naturally  into  the 
following  inquiries : 

I.  How  many  arms,  and  what  amount  of  ordnance  stores,  did  the 
Government  sell  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1871 1  To 
whom  sold  T  At  what  prices  T  And  what  disposition  has  been  made  of 
the  proceeds  of  said  sales  T 

II.  Were  such  sales  made  under  authority  of  any  existing  laws  of  the 
United  States,  and  were  their  requirements  complied  with  t 

III.  Were  arms  sold  by  the  Government  in  such  quantities  as  to  im- 
pair the  defensive  capacity  of  the  country  in  the  case  of  wart 

IV.  Was  the  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  upon  13th  October,  1870, 
that  no  arms  or  ordnance  stores  should  be  sold  by  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  during  the  French-German  war  to  either  belligerent 
in  that  contest,  obeyed  and  carried  out  in  good  faith  T 

V-  Was  there  any  corruption  or  malfeasance  on  the  part  of  any  official, 
or  employ^  of  the  Government  in  the  sale  of  arms  or  other  munitions  or 
war? 

VI.  Has  any  Senator,  or  other  American  citizen,  been  in  communica- 
tion or  collusion,  for  illicit  purposes,  with  the  Government  or  authorities 
of  any  foreign  power,  or  with  any  agent  or  officer  thereof,  touching  the 
subject-matter  of  this  investigation  t 

We  propose  to  consider  these  inquiries  separately,  in  the  order  of  their 
presentation. 

1. 

The  amount  of  money  realized  from  the  sale  of  ordnance  stores  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1871,  was  $9,748,942.13.  Of  that  amount 
$9,409,307.06  has  been  deposited  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States, 
leaving  a  balance  of  $339,034.47.  Of  this  sum  there  was  upon  the  Ist 
of  June,  1871,  in  the  hands  of  disbursing  officers,  $120,000,  leaving  a 
balance  of  $210,634.47,  which  is  alleged  to  have  been  expended  in  pre- 
parinii;  the  ordnance  stores  for  sale,  and  the  costs  incurred  in  making 
laid  sales.  The  items  of  tliis  expenditure  in  preparing  ordnance  stores 
for  sale  is  not  given.    (Kecord  of  testimony,  p.  13.) 

£xijibit  A,  filed  herewith  as  part  hereof,  embraces  the  stores  sold  dur- 
kff  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1871,  the  names  of  the  persons  to 
rbom  sold,  the  price  paid,  the  date  of  sale  and  of  delivery. 
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Exhibit  B  shows  the  date  of  deposit ;  the  name  of  the  depositor  ;  the 
place  of  deposit;  theamoant  of  each  deposit  sent  from  the  War  Depart- 
ment to  the  Treasury  Department  of  the  proceeds  of  these  sales  of  arms. 

II. 

The  only  statutes  regulating  and  authorizing  the  sales  of  arms  and 
ordnance  stores  were  those  of  March  3, 1825,  and  July  20, 1868.  The 
act  of  1825  provides  for  the  sales  of  only  such  arms,  ordnance,  &c.,  as 
are  damaged  or  otherwise  unsuitable  for  public  service ;  and  that  prior 
to  any  sale  there  shall  be  an  inspection  or  survey  made  by  an  inspector 
general,  or  such  other  officer  or  officers  as  may  be  appointed  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  for  that  purpose. 

The  act  of  1868  was  cumulative.  It  did  not  repeal  that  of  1825.  It 
provided,  in  addition  to  the  provisions  of  the  former  act,  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  is  authorized  and  directed  to  cause  to  be  sold,  after  offer 
at  public  sale  on  thirty  days'  notice,  in  such  manner  and  at  such  times 
and  places,  at  public  and  private  sale,  as  he  may  deem  most  advantage- 
ous to  the  public  interest,  the  old  cannon,  arms,  and  ordnance  stores 
fww  in  possession  of  the  War  Department  which  are  damaged  or  other- 
wise unsuitable  for  the  United  States  military  service,  or  for  the  militia 
of  the  United  States. 

Were  all  the  provisions  of  these  statutes  observed  in  the  sales  made 
during  the  fiscal  year  of  June,  1870-71  f 

1.  It  does  not  appear  from  the  testimony  that  any  inspection  or  sur- 
vey of  the  damaged  or  unsuitable  arms  was  made  at  all.  Ko  reports  of 
such  inspection  or  survey  are  produced.  The  arms  and  ordnance  stores 
were  sold  without  survey  or  inspection,  and  the  requirements  of  the  act 
of  1825  were  not  observed.  Colonel  Ben^t  proves  that  the  sales  were 
made  under  the  statute  of  1868. 

2.  The  testimony  shows  that  the  War  Department  put  the  following 
construction  upon  this  statute : 

a.  That  a  public  advertisement  of  a  small  quantity  of  arms  or  ord- 
nance stores  of  any  kind  was  sufficient  to  authorize  the  sale  of  any 
quantity  of  the  same  kind  of  arms  and  ordnance  stores  at  private  or 
public  sale,  at  any  future  time.  Thus,  if  1,000  breech-loading  muskets 
were  advertised  for  sale,  250,000  muskets  of  the  same  kind  might  be 
sold  publicly  or  privately  at  any  future  time  on  the  strength  of  that 
advertisement. 

6.  That  a  formal  offer  at  public  sale,  after  thirty  days'  notice,  was  not 
necessary,  but  that,  without  it,  any  quantity  of  arms  and  ordnance  stores 
might  be  sold  at  private  sale. 

c.  That  if  a  superior  model  of  a  carbine  or  musket  had  been  invented 
and  partially'  introduced,  all  other  models,  however  good,  might  be  sold 
as  damaged  or  otherwise  unsuitable  for  United  States  milit-ary  service, 
or  for  the  militia  of  the  United  States,  however  small  the  quantity  of 
the  most  recent  model  might  be,  at  the  time,  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government. 

The  testimony  shows  that  General  Schofield,  while  at  the  head  of  the 
War  Department,  first  placed  this  construction  on  the  statute  of  1868, 
and  that  his  construction,  verbally  communicated  to  the  Chief  of  Ord- 
nance, was  by  that  officer  communicated  to  Mr.  Belknap,  Secretary  of 
War,  who  adopted  it. 

The  opinion  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General,  adduced  in  testimony, 
bears  upon  other  points,  and  warrants  no  such  construction.  In  the 
opinion  of  the  undersigned,  such  a  construction  of  this  statute  is  not 
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flonformable  to  its  letter,  and  is  in  direct  violation  of  it8  clear  intent 
ind  objects 

The  statute  of  1868  plainly  directs  that  there  shall  be  an  offer  at  pub- 
lic sale,  after  thirty  days'  notice,  of  all  the  arms  and  ordnance  stores. 
It  cannot  be  doubted  that  this  provision  expressly  requires  that  the 
arms  and  ordnance  stores  to  be  sold  shall  be  advertised,  to  be  offered  at 
public  sale  at  least  thirty  days  after  such  public  advertisement,  and  that 
if  not  then  sold  at  public  sale,  they  may  be  sold  at  private  sale.  The  lan- 
guage of  the  enactment  demands  an  offer  at  public  sale  before  a  private 
sale  can  take  place.  But  if  ther^  were  any  doubt,  the  proceedings  in  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives  show  that  the  joint  resolution,  as  at  first  intro- 
duced, conferred  upon  the  Secretary  of  War  the  authority  to  sell  at  pri- 
vate sale,  but  it  was,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Van.Wyck,  amended  by  requir- 
ing the  ordnance  stores  first  to  be  advertised  at  public  sale  before  the 
S^retary  of  War  could  sell  privately.  (See  Congressional  Globe,  Part 
IV,  Fortieth  Congress,  p.  3376.)  It  clearly  requires  that  the  specific  lots, 
not  samples  merely,  of  arms  and  ordDance  stores  intended  to  be  sold 
ishall  be  so  advertised  and  offered  at  public  sale. 

3.  Its  clear  object  was  to  limit  the  sales  of  old  cannon,  arms,  and  ord- 
nance stores  "  now  "  (July,  18C8)  in  possession  of  the  War  Department. 
It  conferred  no  authority  to  sell  arms  or  stores  bought  or  manufactured 
thereafter  by  the  Government,  as,  for  instance,  ammunition.  This  is 
dearly  shown  in  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  upon  this  enactment. 
When  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  (Mr.  Wilson) 
reported  it  as  a  joint  House  resolution  in  the  Senate,  Mr.  Buckalew 
said: 

**  I  should  like  to  understand  whether  the  resolution  applies  to  arms 
DOW  on  hand  only,  or  does  it  confer  a  general  power  in  all  future  timet 
"  Mr.  Wilson.  I  understand  it  to  apply  to  such  as  we  have  on  hand. 
"Mr.  Buckalew.  Then  it  should  say  so.    Let  it  be  read  again. 
**The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  joint  resolution. 
**  Mr.  Buckalew.  I  move  to  insert  the  words  '  now  in  possession.' 
"  Mr.  Wilson.  I  have  no  objection. 

"The  amendment  was  agreed  to;  and,  as  amended,  was  passed.'' — 
{Congressional  Olobe,  Fortieth  Congress^  part  IV,  p,  1868.) 

4.  The  statute  clearly  intended,  that  only  such  arms  and  ordnance 
stores  shall  be  sold,  as  were  damaged,  or  otherwise  unsuited  for  the 
United  States  military  service,  or  for  the  militia  of  the  United  States. 
The  testimony  shows,  that,  in  the  sales  of  arms  and  ordnance  stores 
daring  the  fiscal  year  1870-71,  the  statute  approved  July  20, 1868,  was 
clearly  violated  in  all  these  points.  Ordnance  stores  and  arms  have  been 
«old  without  having  been  offered  at  public  sales  on  thirty  days-  notice. 
Ordnance  stores  were  sold  which  were  not  in  the  possession  of  the  United 
States  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  act  of  1868,  as  shown  by  the  man- 
ufacture of  a  large  quantity  of  cartridges,  sold  with  the  breech-loading 
arms,  to  Thomas  Richardson.  Arms  were  sold  which  could  not  be  con- 
sidered damaged,  or  otherwise  unsuitable  for  military  service,  or  the  use 
of  the  militia.  In  support  of  this  statement,  we  especially  refer  to  the 
breech-loading  arms,  carbines,  and  muskets  sold  to  Remington  &  Son0, 
and  Co  Thomas  Richardson. 

The  carbines  sold  to  Remington  &  Sons,  were  Remingtons  and  Spen- 
eers,  such  as  are  still  in  the  hands  of  our  troops  in  the  field.  (Report, 
p.  680.)  The  T>reech-loading  muskets,  (Allen^s  model  of  1866)  were  re- 
jK)rted  upon  by  a  board  of  officers  appointed  for  that  purpose,  as  fol- 
lows; "A  careful  examination  of  more  than  two  hundred  monthly  re- 
ports of  company  commanders,  shows,  that  it  is  avery  powerful, accurate, 
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and  serviceable  infantry  arm.  The  only  defects  are  of  a  minor  charac- 
ter." The  defects  are  then  stated,  and  it  is  recommended  that  the  arm 
be  changed  accordingly.  Colonel  Ben6t  testifies  that  the  same  gun  was 
then  a  better  gun  than  those  used  by  any  other  army.  Official  reports 
also  show,  that  of  the  56,149  muskets  in  the  hands  of  the  militia,  36,221 
are  muzzle-loaders,  in  every  respect  inferior  to  the  breech-loaders  sold ; 
yet  the  breech-loaders  were  sold  and  the  muzzle-loaders  remained  in 
the  hands  of  the  militia. 

The  reason  assigned  by  the  Ordnance  Bureau  for  the  sale  of  the 
breech-loaders  is,  that  the  caliber  of  the  Infantry  arm  has  been  reduced 
from  .58  to  .50,  and  that  uniformity  of  caliber  is  desirable  in  an  army. 
This  is  undoubtedly  true.  But  it  appears  from  the  official  report,  form- 
ing part  of  this  testimony,  (p.  638,)  that  only  a  small  number,  viz,  2,202 
of  Springfield  breech-loaders,  caliber  .58,  were  then  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  (the  rest  being  of  caliber  .50,)  while  about  28,000  were  sold 
to  Thomas  Bichardson.  It  thus  appears  that  a  large  quantity  of  breech- 
loaders, caliber  .50,  were  sold^  in  fact,  all  thus  sold  were  caliber  .50; 
while  2,202  of  the  Springfield  breech-loaders  of  caliber  .58,  the  same 
official  report  shows,  are  still  in  the  arsenals  of  the  United  States.  It 
moreover  appears  that  36,221  Springfield  muzzle-loaders  are  still  in  the 
hands  of  the  militia,  of  caliber  .58. 

The  sale  of  the  Springfield  breech-loaders  to  Thomas  Richardson,  as 
well  as  of  other  breech-loading  arms  not  damaged,  was,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  undersigned,  wholly  unwarranted  by  any  construction  that  can 
fairly  be  put  on  the  statute  of  1868,  and  in  direct  violation  of  its  plain 
intent  and  object,  as  shown  by  its  terms,  and  the  debate  upon  it  in  the 
Senate  and  House.  It  matters  not  what  perfection  had  been  achieved 
by  invention,  skill,  or  discovery  in  new  and  improved  models  of  the 
Springfield  breech-loaders  of  1860,  this  latter  arm  was  clearly  not  ren- 
dered thereby  damaged,  or  unsuitable  for  the  United  States  military 
service,  or  the  militia  of  the  United  States.  Especially  is  this  shown 
by  the  fact,  that  a  majority  of  the  arms  in  the  hands  of  the  militia  are 
muzzle-loaders,  admitted  to  be  vastly  inferior,  in  every  respect,  to  the 
Springfield  breech-loaders  of  1866. 

The  undersigned,  therefore,  is  constrained  to  report,  that  in  the  sales 
of  arms  and  ordnance  stores  during  the  fiscal  year  of  1870-71  the  pro- 
visions of  neither  the  statute  of  1825,  nor  that  of  1868,  have  been  ob- 
served or  complied  with  in  these  sales — 

1.  Because  no  survey  and  inspection  have  been  made  as  required  by 
the  first-named  statute. 

2.  Because  arms  and  ordnance  stores  have  been  sold  without  oflfer  at 
public  sale,  on  thirty  days'  notice,  as  required  by  the  statute  of  1868. 

3.  Because  ammunition  has  been  manufactured  in  the  arsenals  of  the 
United  States  for  sale,  not  in  possession  of  the  United  States  at  the 
time  of  the  passage  of  the  st,atute  of  1868,  and  sold  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment in  direct  violation  of  the  letter  and  spirit  of  that  statute. 

4.  Because  arms  have  been  sold  which  were  not  damaged,  or  other- 
wise unsuitable  for  the  United  States  military  service,  or-  the  militia 
of  the  United  States. 

The  undersigned  is  therefore  of  opinion,  that  the  construction  given 
to  the  stsitute  of  1868  by  the  War  Department,  is  unwarranted  by  the 
language  of  the  act ;  in  direct  violation  of  its  object,  and  well  calculated, 
if  continued,  to  lead  to  arbitrary  proceedings  and  bad  results.  It 
may  be  proper  to  say,  that  the  present  Secretary  of  War  accepted  the 
construction  of  this  statute  as  adopted  by  General  Soliofield  as  the  true 
one  without  having  placed  any  construction  on  it  himself.     It  is  also 
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one,  tbat  officers  of  hi^h  character  and  experience  testify,  tbat  the  mode 
parsned  in  the  sale  of  these  arms  has  been  attended  with  good  resalts, 
and  larger  prices  have  been  obtained  thereby.  This  may  or  may  not 
be  trae.  Bat^  if  true,  it  cannot  justify  a  clear  and  palpable  infraction 
of  law.  Our  Gorernment  is  the  creature  of  law.  All  its  officers  and 
ai^ncies,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  are  subordinate  to  its  exactions. 
Iliere  can  be  no  safety  when  expediency  shall  justify  any  official,  what- 
ever his  position,  and  by  whatever  purity  of  motive  he  is  actuated,  to 
violate  the  law. 

III. 

Have  arms  been  sold  in  such  quantity  as  to  impair  the  defensiro 
capacity  of  the  country  in  case  of  war  f 

It  is  a  well-known  fact,  that  the  universal  introduction  of  the  breech- 
loaders has  rendered  the  muzzle-loader  an  almost  useless  weapon  in 
war,  not  only  on  account  of  the  superiority  of  the  breech-loader,  but 
also,  because  troops  armed  with  muzzle-loaders  and  having  no  confidence 
in  their  arms,  are  apt  to  fail  in  their  morale. 

The  official  reports,  constituting  part  of  the  testimony  taken  by  the 
eommittee,  show  that  there  are  at  present  55,457  breech-loading  muskets 
in  the  arsenals  of  the  United  States,  and  in  the  hands  of  troops  in  the 
field,  and  16,060  breech-loading  muskets  in  the  hands  of  the  militia;  in 
all,  71,517,  nearly  30,000  of  which  are  of  older  models  than  such  as  were 
sold  to  Thomas  Kichardson.  In  addition  to  these  muskets,  there  are 
90,832  breech-loading  carbines,  used  in  the  cavalry  service,  in  the 
United  States  arsenals,  and  in  the  hands  of  troops  in  the  field.  Besides, 
46,619  figure  in  the  report  as  a  miscellaneous  lot,  and,  in  addition,  there 
are  2,719  breech-loading  carbines  in  the  hands  of  the  militia. 

It  appears,  therefore,  that  putting  the  best  breech-loading  musket 
into  the  hands  of  troops,  an  army  of  only  70,000  infantry,  armed  with 
breech-loading  guns,  could  now  be  put  into  the  field,  and  not  a  breech- 
loading  musket  in  reserve.  Mr.  Allen,  the  chief  armorer  of  Springfield 
armory,  testified  that  the  armory  is  at  present  capable  of  turning  out 
150  breech-loading  muskets  a  day,  which  number  might  be  increased  to 
300,  if  a  double  force  be  put  to  work,  and  that  it  would  take  three 
months  to  so  increase  the  productive  capacity  of  the  armory,  as  to  turn 
oat  1,000  muskets  a  day,  or  30,000  a  month,  the  increase  being  gradually 
effected.  It  seems  possible,  therefore,  that  the  Government,  in  case  of 
sodden  war,  or  a  rebellion,  of  any  considerable  magnitude,  might  labor 
ander  the  same  embarrassments  as  to  arming  of  troops  under  which  it 
labored  at  the  outbreak  of  the  rebellion  in  1861;  it  might  find  its 
supply  of  breech-loading  arms,  as  well  as  the  productive  capacity  of  its 
workshops,  insufficient  for  its  wants ;  it  would  have  to  fall  back  upon 
otiier  manufacturers  in  the  United  States,  Remington  &  Sons,  for  in- 
stance, whose  productive  capacity  is  not  superior  to  that  of  the  Spring- 
deld  armory,  and  upon  the  foreign  market.  It  might  then  be  glad  to 
purchase  back  the  same  breech-loading  arms  sold  in  1870~'71,  especially, 
as  according  to  Colonel  Ben^t's  testimony,  breech-loading  muskets  sold 
to  Thomas  Richardson  were  superior  to  anything  found  abroad. 

Creneral  Dyer,  in  his  annual  report,  referring  to  the  embarrassments  of 
the  United  States  Government  in  1861,  expressed  the  opinion  that,  in 
view  of  such  contingencies,  there  should  be  a  million  muskets  in  the 
arsenals,  and  when,  in  December,  1870,  he  recommended  the  sale  of  the 
Springfield  breech-loaders  of  1866,  he  said: 

"If  an  exchange  of  15,000  to  20,000,  or  more,  of  those  muskets  now 
in  the  hands  of  troops  for  an  equal  number  of  Remington  arms  could  be 
made,  it  is  worthy  of  consideration  whether  it  is  not  desirable  it  should 
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be  done.    The  qaestioa  of  an  exdbiange  is  more  especially  to  be  con- 
siderod,  as  it  is  not  deemed. best  to  materially  deplete  oar  present  limited 
supply  of  breech  loaders,  even  of  inferior  models,  to  extent  below  the 
present  quantity ."   (Page  110.)   General  Dyer  was  nndonbtedly  ri^ht  in 
bis  opinion  that  the  present  limited  supply  of  breech-loaders,  even  of 
inferior  models,  should  not  be  materially  depleted,  and  yet  28,000  breech- 
loading  muskets  were  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  troops  and  sold  to 
Thomas  Richardson ;  the  exchange  proposed  was  not  effected,  and  the 
limited  supply  of  breech-loaders  was  materially  depleted  to  that  extent. 
The  undersigned  will  not  discuss  the  question  whether  a  war  or  a  re- 
bellion of  considerable  magnitude  is  likely  to  occur.    That  question  was 
not  submitted  for  our  inquiry.    General  Dyer  testifies,  that  if  a  war  or 
rebellion  were  to  break  out  suddenly  in  this  country,  we  would  not  have 
arms  enough  to  arm  a  very  large  army,  and  that  we  might  be  compelled 
to  look  to  Remington  and  other  manufacturers  for  a  supply,  in  case  of  sad- 
den emergency,  an  army  of  200,000  had  suddenly  to  be  armed.   The  proof 
shows  how  much  below  that  standard  the  armament  of  the  country  has 
been  reduced.    We  assume  that  a  government  should  always  be  suffi- 
ciently prepared  for  its  defense,  in  any  event  and  under  any  emergency, 
and  that  any  unnecessary  reduction  of  its  means,  in  view  of  this  end,  is 
unwise  and  impolitic.    Prudence  and  wise  policy  alike  dictate,  that  the 
large  supply  of  breech-loaders,  deemed  by  General  Dyer  essentially 
necessary  to  be  kept  in  our  arsenals,  should  not  have  been  diminished, 
even  though  in  an  emergency,  muzzle-loaders  and  carbines  might  supply 
their  place,  lest  the  defensive  capacity  of  the  country  might  be  re- 
duced, and  the  Government  forced,  in  ca^e  of  sudden  war  or  rebellion, 
to  look  to  that  extent  to  foreign  markets,  or  to  private  manufacturers 
of  arms  to  supply  the  deficiency. 

IV. 

The  third  question  is,  whether  the  order  given  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  that  no  arms  or  ordnance  stores  should  be 
sold  to  any  known  agent  of  any  of  the  belligerent  parties  iu  the  French- 
German  war,  has  been  observed. 

On  October  13, 1870,  a  dispatch  was  shown  to  the  Secretary  of  War, 
couched  in  the  following  language : 

"D.  G.  Squire,  Arlington  House,  Washington:  Remington  tele- 
graphs if  you  have  not  yet  bought  arms  for  the  government,  you  will  be 
able  to  do  so  on  better  terms.  By  decree  of  government,  issued  yester- 
day, all  arms  entering  France  are  liable  to  be  taken  as  national  property 
and  paid  for  according  to  appraisement.  Speculators  in  arms  intended 
for  France  will  find  their  profits  small.  Competition  with  you  has  been 
forced  and  fictitious." 

The  word  "government"  evidently  meant  the  French  government; 
and  the  fact  that  the  French  government  had  issued  a  decree  ordering  all 
arms  entering  France  to  be  taken  as  national  property,  showed  clearly, 
that  private  speculation  in  arms  was  to  be  excluded,  and  that  Remington 
alone  should  command  the  market.  The  Secretary  of  War,  therefore, 
naturally  concluded  that  Remington  was  the  agent  of  the  French  gov- 
ernment in  purchasing  arms,  and  he  very  properly  ordered  that  no  arms 
or  ordnance  stores  should  be  sold  to  Remington  by  the  Ordnance  Office. 
As  this  order  would  have  been  useless,  had  Eemington  been  permitted 
to  buy  arms  through  intermediaries,  the  Secretary  of  War,  told  the 
Chief  of  Ordnance,  also,  that  he  should  not  sell  to  any  other  persons  for 
Remington,  if  any  such  applied.  (See  General  Belknap's  testimony, 
p.  717.)    This  order  was  in  every  respect  proper,  and  no  fault  could  be 
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fiHind  with  the  War  Department,  or  the  Ordnance  Bareaa,  had  Bofficient 
meamres  been  taken  to  secure  its  enforcement,  or  had  the  order  been 
strictly  observed.    Wa»  tiiis  done  t 

The  IbUowing  facts  appear  from  the  testimony : 

The  order  not  to  sell  to  Bemington,  within  his  known  agents,  or  any 
other  persons  applying  for  Eemington,  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
ordnance  officers,  was  given  on  October  13, 1870. 

On  October  12  and  13,  Colonel  Squire,  Remington's  known  agent,  con- 
tracted Terbally  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  for  a  large  lot  of  breech- 
carbines,  (over  34,000,)  and  over  17,500,000  cartridges.  This, 
to  the  testimony,  was  done  immediately  before  Eemington 
discovered  to  be  the  agent  of  the  French  government.  But  not  even 
the  preliminary  steps  of  the  bargain  had  been  completed.  A  deposit 
of  10  per  cent,  on  the  purchase  money  on  the  part  of  Bemington's  agent, 
by  which  the  bargain  was  to  be  '^  bound  "  on  both  sides,  was  accepted 
by  the  Ordnance  Bureau  on  October  15,  two  days  after  Bemington  had 
become  known  as  the  agent  of  the  French  government ;  and  the  arms 
and  cartridges  were  delivered  by  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  War  Department,  on  Kovember  30,  Inore  than  six  weeks 
afterward. 

The  undersigned  is  of  opinion,  that,  if  the  Secretary  of  War  con- 
sidered it  his  duty  to  prohibit  the  sale  of  arms  to  a  known  agent  of  a 
belligerent  party,  or  his  sub-agents,  for  the  ])urpo8e  of  securing  the 
•baervance  of  the  neutral  obligations  of  the  United  States,  he  should 
hare  considered  it  equally  his  duty  to  rescind  a  sale  of  arms  made  to 
such  an  agent,  as  soon  as  the  latter  was  discovered  to  be  such,  and  to 
prevent  the  delivery  of  the  arms  so  sold.  A  bargain,  mside  with  one, 
who  presented  himself  as  an  ordinary  merchant,  and  was  subsequently 
discovered  to  be  an  agent  of  a  belligerent  party,  would  never  be  held  as 
obligatory  upon  a  Government  desiring  to  observe  its  neutral  obliga- 
tions, and  that,  too,  when  the  bargain  had  been  already  consummated. 
ThoB  the  sale  of  poison  by  a  druggist  to  one,  discovered  to  be  a  criminal 
alter  the  sale,  would  not,  though  the  money  had  been  paid,  be  binding 
upon  the  latter  as  to  the  delivery  of  the  poisonous  drugs.  Fraud  vitiates 
every  contract.    • 

But  in  the  present  case  the  bargain  had  not  even  been  consummated.  A 
verbal  agreement  only  had  taken  place  between  Bemington's  agent  and 
an  officer  of  the  Government.  The  bargain  had  not  even  been  '^  bound,"  in 
the  usual  form,  by  the  depositing  on  tiie  part  of  Bemington's  agent  and 
the  acceptance  by  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  of  the  ^'margin"  of  10  per  cent. 
on  the  purchase-money.  All  this  was  done  after  Bemington  had  be- 
come known  as  the  agent  of  the  French  government.  The  Ordnance 
Bureau  was,  therefore,  not  technically  bound  before,  but  it  bound  itself 
after  such  a  discovery.  And  six  weeks  later,  the  34,000  breech-loading 
carbines, and  17,500,000  cartridges  were  delivered  to  the  known  agent  of 
the  French  government. 

The  undersigned  can,  therefore,  not  escape  the  conclusion  that  the 
order  of  the  Secretary  of  War  was  in  this  case  flagrantly,  and  with  open 
eyes,  violated  by  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  with  the  sanction  of  the  War 
Department.  But  this  is  not  the  only  case  in  which  the  order  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  disobeyed.  ' 

After  his  discovery,  Colonel  Squire,  the  known  agent  of  Bemington, 
procured  the  intercession  of  other  persons  as  middle-men  to  effect  the 
purchase  of  arms  from  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  Two  of 
these,  might,  if  strict  vigilance  had  been  exercised,  have  been  properly 
nigpected  of  being  in  business  connection  with  Bemington — ^Austin 
Baldwin  &  Co.,  to  whose  care,  Colonel  Squire,  Bemington's  known  agent^ 
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had  letters  addressed  by  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  and  Schuyler,  Hartley 
&  Graham,  who  had  for  years  been  advertised  in  the  Army  and  Navy 
Journal,  as  agents  for  the  sale  of  Bemington's  arms.  But  the  latter 
firm  being  in  the  arms  business,  and  having  had  large  transactions  with 
the  Ordnance  Bureau,  before,  might  have  been  looked  upon  as  purchasers 
on  their  own  account. 

Such,  however,  was  not  the  case  with  Mr.  Thomas  Eichardson,  a 
lawyer,  residing  in  Ilion,  the  same  place  where  Remington  &  Sons  carry 
on  their  business,  who  had  never  been  known  in  the  arms  trade  before, 
and  under  cover  of  whose  name,  Bemington  bought  a  large  quantity  of 
breecl^-loading  muskets,  in  December,  1870.  It  was  ostensibly  for  Thomas 
Bichardson  also,  that  large  quantities  of  ammunition  were  manufactured 
at  the  Frankford  arsenal,  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
nnder  the  order  of  General  Dyer,  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War, 
all  of  which  went  through  Eemington  directly  to  France. 

The  circumstances  of  this  sale  are  somewhat  remarkable.  Abont  the 
9th  of  December,  1870,  and  some  days  following,  General  Dyer,  the 
Chief  of  Ordnance,  was  in  New  York  City  and  in  communication  with 
Colonel  Crispin,  who  then  was,  and  now  is,  at  the  head  of  the  ordnance 
agency  in  that  city.  The  sale  of  the  breech-loading  muskets,  which  to  a 
great  extent  were  still  in  the  hands  of  troops,  was  then  taken  in  hand, 
and  soon  thereafter,  the  manufacturing  of  a  large  quantity  of  cartridges 
to  accompany  them  was  ordered. 

The  arms  merchants  known  in  the  trade  were  not  invited  by  letter  to 
send  in  bids,  as  they  had  been  in  October.  General  Dyer  addressed 
the  following  letter  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau  at  Washington,  (p.  108:) 

^^  Sale  of  Springfield  breech-loadersj  model  0/I866,  and  ammunition. 

'*  Office  of  United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 
'^  Corner.  Houston  and  Greene  Streets, 
"  (Entrance  on  Greene,)  P.  O.  Box  1811, 

"  New  York  City^  December  10,  1871. 

"  Sir  :  You  will  please  ascertain  and  inform  Major  Crispin  by  tele- 
graph on  Monday  next  as  follows,  viz : 

"  Within  what  time  5,000  Springfield  breech-loading,  model  of  1866, 
with  200  rounds  of  ammunition,  can  be  delivered  in  New  York! 

"  Within  what  time  10,000  breech-loading,  model  1866,  with  250  rounds 
of  ammunition,  can  be  delivered  ? 
"  Within  what  time  20,000,  with  ammunition,  can  be  delivered t 
"  What  number,  with  ammunition,  can  be  delivered  f 
"  Reply  in  cipher,  using  this  key: 
^^5,000  muskets  and  ammunition,  A. 
'^  1,000  muskets  and  ammunition,  B. 
''  20,000  muskets  and  ammunition,  C.  ' 

"To  express  the  total  number  of  muskets,  with  ammunition,  that  can 
be  delivered,  and  the  time  in  days  within  which  the  deliveries  can  be 
made,  use  the  following  cipher,  viz : 

1234567890 
.chamberpot 
"  Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"  A.  B.  DYER,  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

"  Chief  of  Ordnance,  WaaUngton^  J>.  C^ 

In  reply,  Colonel  Ben^t,  in  charge  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  at  Wash- 
ington during  General  Dyer's  absence,  sent  a  statement  of  the  number 
of  arms  and  the  quantity  of  ammunition  that  might  be  had  for  sale. 
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Greneral  Dyer  then  addressed  the  following  letter  to  Colonel  Ben6t,  (p* 
109:3 

**  Office  of  XJnited  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

"Corner  Houston  and  Greene  Streets, 
"  (Entrance  on  Greene,)  P.  O.  Box  1,811, 

'^yetv  York  Cityy  December  12, 1870. 

"Sir  :  Your  answer  of  yesterday  by  mail  to  my  cipher  dispatch  of  the 
10th  instant,  in  relation  to  Springfield  breech-loading  muskets,  model 
1866,  is  received.  I  find  that  all  the  muskets  of  this  model,  or  any  por- 
tion of  them,  can  be  sold  at  our  price,  (cost,)  provided  400  cartridges 
per  gun  can  be  furnished  with  them. 

"As  these  guns  are  of  obsolete  pattern,  and  the  troops  are  anxious  to 
obtain  the  model  1868,  it  would  seem  that  we  should  sell  as  many  of 
these  muskets  as  we  can,  and  as  it  is  vital  that  in  order  to  do  it  that 
ammunition  should  be  furnished,  we  might  very  properly  fabricate  it  to 
go  with  them,  (to  be  sold  at  its  full  value,)  but  this  cannot  be  done 
without  the  full  knowledge  and  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

*^You  will  please  learn  from  him,  and  inform  me,  whether  he  will 
authorize  ammunition  to  be  made  at  Frankford  and  sold  with  the  arms, 
aud,  should  he  authorize  it,  direct  the  commanding  officer  of  Frankford 
arsenal  at  once  to  increase  the  manufacture  of  cartridges  to  the  extent 
of  the  capacity  of  the  arsenal. 

"You  can  explain  to  the  Secretary  why  it  is  desirable  that  all  of  the 
'66  model  muskets  should  be  sold,  and  that  only  so  many  as  we  can 
famish  ammunition  for  can  be  sold. 

"I  may  leave  for  Spiingfield  Armory  to-morrow  night.  Advise  me  to- 
morrow forenoon  by  telegraph  of  the  result  of  your  interview  with  the 
Secretary,  and,  should  he  approve  the  sale,  have  all  of  the  unserviceable 
muskets,  of  1866  model,  ordered  to  Springfield  Armory  to  be  repaired, 
and  take  measures  to  call  in  the  muskets  of  this  model  which  are  now 
in  the  hands  of  the  troops,  and  replace  them  by  muskets  of  the  1868 
model. 

"Those  called  in  should  be  sent  to  New  York  agency.  If  an  exchange 
of  15,000  to  20,000  or  more  of  these  muskets,  now  in  the  hands  of  troops, 
for  an  equal  number  of  Itemington  arms,  could  be  made  by  the  Depart- 
ment, it  is  worthy  of  consideration  whether  it  is  not  desirable  that  it 
should  be  done,  especially  in  view  of  the  recommendations  of  the  board 
of  which  Major  Oeneral  Schofield  was  president,  and  of  the  admitted 
excellence  of  the  Bemington  system,  and  of  the  fact  that  the  same  car- 
^dge  can  be  used  in  the  Eemington  and  Springfield  standard  muskets. 

"The  question  of  exchange  is  more  especially  to  be  considered,  as  it  is 
not  deemed  best  to  materially  deplete  our  present  limited  supply  of 
breechloaders,  even  of  inferior,  models,  to  extent  below  the  present 
quantity.  If  a  sale  is  made  and  not  an  exchange,  the  moneys  will  of 
course  go  into  the  public  Treasury,  aud  not  be  available  for  the  fabrica- 
tion or  purchase  of  arms. 

"Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"A.  B.  DYER, 
"  Chief  of  Ordnnnce^  U.  8.  Army, 

"  Lieut.  Col.  S.  B.  Benkt, 

"  Ordnance  Office,  Washington,  I).  C. 

"Approved: 

"WM.  W.  BELKNAP, 

"  Secretary  of  War. 
"  December  13, 1870." 
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In  reply,  Colonel  Ben6t  announced  that  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  War,  except  as  to  the  proposed  exchange,  had  been  secured,  and  that 
the  ammunition  had  been  ordered  to  be  made.  The  arms  were  at  once 
ordered  to  be  sent  to  New  York  from  all  parts  of  the  country  by  speediest 
means  of  conveyance,  (see  telegrams,)  and  the  troops  were  ordered  to 
deliver  them  up. 

On  December  19,  General  Dyer,  still  at  New  York,  authorized  the 
sale  of  the  arms  by  Colonel  Crispin,  at  $21  cash,  and  also  ammunition,  at 
$35  per  1,000. 

On  December  29,  a  letter  was  received  from  Mr.  Thomas  Eichardson, 
offering  to  buy  the  arms  at  established  prices.  General  Dyer  and 
Colonel  Crispin  both  testify,  that  they  never  saw  Mr.  Richardson  until  a 
long  time  afterward.  In  his  testimony.  General  Dyer  made  the  folio  win  i^ 
statement: 

^^  Q.  Did  you  sell  a  lot  of  breech-loading  muskets  to  one  Thomas 
Richardson? — A.  A  lot  of  breech-loading  muskets  was  sold,  and,  I  be- 
lieve, to  one  Thomas  Eichardsou.  I  saw  from  the  report  that  he  was 
the  purchaser.    Who  he  was  I  did  not  know. 

"  Did  you  ever  see  himt — A.  I  never  saw  him. 

'•*Was  any.  public  notice  given  thirty  days  before  the  sale  of  those 
breech  loading  arms  took  place,  that  that  kind  of  arms  were  to  be 
soldf — A.  Of  some  of  the  breech-loading  arms  there  was. 

"  Q.  Is  the  public  notice  on  the  records  of  the  Department  t — A.  I 
presume  so. 

"  Q.  The  breech-loading  muskets  sold  to  Eichardson  were  of  Allen's 
patent  of  1866,  were  they  not! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

"Q.  Have  you  the  original  of  the  bid  which  was  sent  in  by  Thomas 
Eichardson  ? — A.  It  may  be  in  the  office.  As  I  said  before,  the  sale  of 
those  arms  was  made  by  the  officer  in  Kew  York,  Major  Crispin,  and 
I  did  not  know  to  whom  they  were  sold.  He  had  my  authority  to  sell 
those  1866  model  arms  at  a  particular  price.  After  I  gave  that  order  I 
made  no  further  inquiry,  and  I  did  not  know  until  after  the  sale  had 
been  made  who  was  the  purchaser. 

*•  Q.  The  bids  for  the  arms  would  regularly  come  to  the  Ordnance 
Bureau,  would  they  nott — A.  No;  they  were  with  him. 

^^  Q.  Did  the  Ordnance  Bureau  inquire  who  were  the  bidders  for  those 
arms,  so  as  to  ascertain  whether  there  were  agents  of  any  of  the  belli- 
gerent powers  among  them  ! — A.  It  did  not.  That  was  left  entirely  to 
the  officer  making  the  sale. 

^^  Q.  In  the  case  where  Eichardson  bought  those  breech-loading  arms, 
were  there  any  sealed  bids  invited  t — ^A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  As 
I  told  you,  I  knew  nothing  whatever  about  the  sale  of  those  arms.  The 
last  thing  that  I  did  in  regard  to  it  was  to  authorize  the  sale  at  the 
established  prices.    I  had  fixed  the  prices. 

Q.  Who  urged  that  the  cartridges  should  be  manufactured  ? — A.  I  do 
not  remember  who.  I  think  in  conversation  with  Major  Crispin,  we 
concluded  that  if  ammunition  could  be  furnished  with  those  guns  we 
could  find  a  sale  for  them.  I  knew  we  had  no  such  ammunition  on  hand. 
I  considered  it  desirable  to  get  rid  of  the  guns  on  the  best  terms  we 
could,  and  thought  it  would  be  good  policy  to  furnish  the  ammunition, 
just  as  we  would  put  guns  in  order.'' 

This  would  convey  the  impression  that  General  Dyer,  when  h» 
resolved  upon  the  sale  of  the  breech-loading  muskets  and  had  them 
ordered  in  from  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  even  from  the  hands  of  the 
troops,  and  when  cartridges  were  ordered  to  be  manufactured  to  accom- 
pany the  arms,  had  no  particular  purchase  at  all  in  view.    But  in  bis 
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letter  of  I>eoeml)er  12, 1870,  we  find  the  foUowiDg  statement:  ^'  I  find 
that  all  the  maskets  of  this  mo<lel,  or  any  portion  of  them,  can  be  sold 
at  our  price,  provided  400  cartridges  per  gun  can  be  furnished  with  them. 
You  can  explain  to  the  Secretary  why  it  is  desirable  that  all  of  the  '66 
model  mnskets  should  be  sold,  and  that  only  so  many  «w  icecanfurmsh 
for  can  be  soldJ^ 

From  this  it  appears,  that  the  purchaser  had  already  been  foand,  and 
that  this  purchaser,  insisted  upon  a  certain  qaantity  of  ammunition 
to  accompany  the  gnus.  Who  was  this  purchaser  f  There  is  a  letter  in 
eridence  addressed  by  Mr.  Bemington  to  Mr.  Le  Cesne,  president  of  the 
commission  of  armament  in  France.  The  authenticity  of  this  letter  has 
not  been  questioned.  It  is  dated  at  New  York,  December  13, 1870. 
Mr.  Bemington  was  at  the  time  in  that  city.  In  that  letter  Mr.  Bem- 
ington says :  ^^  Begarding  the  purchase  of  Springfields,  transformed, 
Allen  system,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  the  greatest  number  we  may  hope  to 
get,  will  not,  1  fear,  exceed  40,000.  The  Government  have  never  made 
bot  about  75,000,  all  told,  and  40,000  is  the  greatest  number  they  think 
it  pmdent  to  spare.  I  may  be  able  to  procure,  depending  upon  an  ex- 
change of  our  arms  at  some  future  time,  for  the  number  of  breech-loading 
Springfields  over  and  above  the  40,000  they  are  willing  to  let  go  now. 

^  This  question  of  an  exchange,  with  the  very  friendly  feeling  I  find 
existing  to  aid  France,  I  hope  to  be  able  to  procure.  More  cartridges  for 
tbeee  40,000  will,  in  a  great  measure,  require  to  be  made,  as  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  above  three  million  on  hand.  But  the  Government  has 
consented  to  allow  the  requisite  number,  400  for  each  gun,  to  be  made, 
and  the  cartridge  works  have  had  orders,  (given  yesterday,)  to  increase 
production  to  full  capacity  of  works.  This  question  of  making  cart- 
ridges at  Government  works  was  a  difficult  one  to  get  over.  But  it  is 
d<Mi€.  The  price  the  Government  will  charge  for  the  gun  and  cartridges 
will  be,  cost,  or  as  near  that  as  possible.  The  40,000  guns  cannot  all  be 
shipped  immediately,  as  they  are  distributed  in  the  various  arsenals 
throughout  the  country.  The  Chief  of  Ordnance  thinks  it  may  take 
twenty  to  thirty  days  before  all  would  be  brought  in." 

We  find  between  this  letter  and  that  addressed  by  General  Dyer  to 
Colonel  Ben6t  on  the  previous  day, a  singular  correspondence:  An 
offer  to  purchase  all  the  Springfield  breech-loaders  that  can  be  had;  the 
cartridges  which  must  accompany  the  guns  in  each  letter  stated  exactly 
at  400  rounds  per  gun;  the  cartridges  to  be  manufactured  in  the 
Government  workshops,  and  that  the  production  must  be  increased  to 
the  full  capacity  of  the  works;  the  exchange  with  Bemington  arms  to 
be  effected  at  some  future  time ;  the  price  of  arms  to  be  cost. 

Colonel  Ben6t  informs  General  Dyer  by  telegraph  of  the  approval  of 
the  proposition  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  (p.  110,)  that  the  ammuni- 
tion had  been  ordered  to  be  made,  and  that  General  Dyer's  wishes  were 
fally  carried  out.  And  on  the  same  day,  December  13,  Mr.  Bemington 
writes  the  same  information  to  Mr.  Le  Cesne.  What  a  wonderful  coin- 
cidence between  Dyer's  dispatches  and  Bemington's  letter! 

Was  General  Dyer  at  New  York  in  direct  communication  with  Mr. 
Remington  f    He  testifies  as  follows : 

"  Q.  When  you  were  in  New  York,  about  December  10, 1870,  when 
the  order  was  given  that  these  breech-loading  arms  were  to  be  sold,  did 
von  see  either  Bemington  or  Squire  there? — A.  I  have  no  recollection 
of  it" 

But  other  witnesses  did  have  a  recollection  of  it.  Colonel  Crispin 
testifies  as  follows,  (p.  194 :) 

**Q.  Was  not  General  Dyer  there,  according  to  his  correspondence, 
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on  tlie  9th  of  Decsember,  1870  f — A.  He  was  there  when  his  correspond- 
ence was  written.  His  letter  of  instruction  to  me  was  dated  in  my 
office. 

"Q.  Did  he  have  any  interconrse  with  Colonel  Squire  t — A.  I  do  not 
think  he  did  at  that  time.  That  is  my  impression,  but  I  will  not  speak 
positively. 

*'Q.  You  never  saw  them  together  t — A.  I  cannot  say  that  at  that 
time  I  saw  them  together. 

**Q.  At  what  time  did  you  see  them  together  f — A.  I  have  seen  them 
together  here  in  Washington,  I  do  not  recollect  at  present  where.  I  saw 
them  together  in  New  York. 

"Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Remington  there  about  that  time? — A.  I  saw 
Mr.  Bemington  there. 

**  Q»  Did  you  see  General  Dyer  in  intercourse  with  him  f — A.  I  have 
seen  them  together. 

«  Q.  That  was  about  the  9th  or  10th  of  December,  1870  !— A.  I  cannot 
say  positively  what  was  the  time  they  were  together.  T  do  not  recollect. 
I  simply  know  by  the  date  of  the  correspondence.  Whether  General 
Dyer  was  there  on  the  9th  or  10th,  I  have  forgotten. 

"Q.  General  Dyer  was  in  your  office  at  that  time  frequently? — A.  He 
was  in  New  York  only  twice.  I  said  in  my  testimony  before  the  House 
committee  once  or  twice;  I  think  it  was  twice. 

<^  Q.  I  mean  about  the  time  that  correspondence  took  place  with  re^rd 
to  the  breech-loading  rifles,  in  December,  1870  ? — A.  He  was  in  New 
York  at  that  time. 

<'Q.  Did  you  hear  anything  said  about  the  manufacturing  of  car- 
tridges ? — ^A.  I  did  not  listen  attentively  to  the  conversation  which  was 
occurring  between  them. 

"Q.  Between  whom? — A.  Between  Mr. Remington  and  General  Dyer, 
whom  I  said  I  saw  together.  I  may  have  overheard  some  conversation 
as  to  that  subject ;  I  cannot  be  positive. 

"  Q.  As  to  manufacturing  cartridges? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

"  Q.  You  say  you  may  have  heard  some  conversation  about  the  mann- 
'facturing  of  cartridges? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

"  Q.  You  are  not  sure  ? — A.  I  cannot  be  positive  at  this  date  what  the 
conversation  exactly  was.  At  that  time  I  was  very  busy  in  my  office, 
and  so  was  my  chief  clerk. 

"Q.  Was  there  not  some  ex)nversation  between  them  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  selling  the  breech-loading  guns  of  the  model  of  1866,  or  whether 
they  could  be  sold,  and  how  many  could  be  sold  ? — A.  I  should  not  be 
surprised  if  such  a  conversation  did  take  place;  but  it  was  one  of  those 
evanescent  things  that  made  no  impression  on  my  mind,  so  that  I  can- 
not state  the  facts  distinctly. 

"Q.  Is  it  your  impression  that  such  a  conversation  occurred  ? — A.  It 
is  my  impression  that  conversations  on  these  general  subjects  took 
place  between  Mr.  Kemington  and  General  Dyer." 

Considering  that  Colonel  Crispin,  to  say  nothing  of  his  high  charac- 
ter, is  a  subordinate  of  General  Dyer,  and  cannot  be  inclined  to  create 
impressions  i)re judicial  to  his  chief,  seems  to  be  conclusive  as  to  General 
Dyer's  and  Mr.  lieraington's  personal  conferences  on  the  subject  of  these 
guns  and  cartridges,  and  there  can  be  no  reasonable  doubt  as  to  the 
purchaser  alluded  to  in  General  Dyer's  letter,  who  would  take  all  the 
breech-loaders,  with  400  rounds  of  ammunition  per  gun. 

Between  the  13th  and  19th  of  December,  1870,  the  breech-loading 
Spriugfields,  model  of  1860,  were  ordered  to  be  sent  forward  to  New 
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York  from  all  parts  of  the  coautry,  (see  telegrams^  pp.  807-809,}  and 
orders  were  issaed  to  military  oMcers  to  deliver  those  still  iu  the  hands 
of  trooi>s. 

The  mannfaetnre  of  cartridges  had  also  been  ordered  at  Frankford 
arsenal,  all  in  accordance  with  General  Dyer's  letter,  corresponding 
with  that  of  Remington  to  Le  Cesne.  On  the  19th,  formal  authority"  to 
sell  was  given  to  Colonel  Crispin  at  New  York,  and  at  last,  on  Decem- 
ber 29,  appears  the  offer  to  purchase  all  the  breech-loading  Springfields, 
.50  caliber,  the  Government  would  sell,  at  established  prices,  by  Thomas 
Richardson,  dated  at  Ilion,  (p.  195.) 

Thomas  Richardson  confesses,  in  his  testimony,  that  he  merely  gave 
his  name  for  the  purchase  of  breech-loaders  and  ammunition,  which 
passed  at  once  into  the  hands  of  Remington.    He  remembers  nothing 
of  the  particulars  of  the  bargain.    He  testifies  that  Mr.  Smoot,  ^  late 
lie^itenant  in  the  Ordnance  Corps,  who  at  the  period  of  the  sales  in 
question  was  in  the  employ  and  pay  of  Remington  &  Sons,  transacted 
business  for  him  without  any  written  authority  and  without  any  power 
to  conclude  purchases.    He  verbally  authorizes  Smoot  to  speak  for  him 
bat  a  few  days  before  he  put  in  his  offer  for  the  breech-loaders,  (De- 
cember 19,)  and  Smoot,  who  was  also  known  as  being  in  the  employ  of 
the  Remingtons,  was  received  by  Colonel  Crispin  as  Richardson's  rep- 
resentative without  any  questions  being  asked. 

Colonel  Crispin  testities,  that  the  only  question  he  asked  about 
Richardson,  when  the  name  of  the  latter  appeared  as  a  large  purchaser 
of  arms,  was  addressed  to  Colonel  Squire,  Mr.  Remington's  agent, 
irhether  Mr.  Richardson  was  a  member  of  the  Remington  firm.  Colonel 
Squire^s  reply  being  in  the  negative.  Colonel  Crispin  was  satisfied,  in 
spite  of  all  the  surrounding  circumstances,  and  the  transactions  went 
on.  The  breechloaders  and  ammunition  purchased  in  the  name  of 
Richardson  passed,  as  soon  as  delivered,  into  Rcmington^s  hands,  and 
were  shipped  to  France. 

The  testimony  bearing  upon  this  transaction  forces  the  conclusion  upon 
our  mind,  that  Richardson's  bid  was  put  in  as  a  blind  to  avoid  the  appear- 
ance of  a  direct  sale  from  the  Ordnance  Bureau  to  Mr.  Remington ;  that 
after  all  that  had  occurred  between  General  Dyer  and  Mr.  Remington, 
in  New  York,  touching  the  breech-loading  Springfield  muskets  and 
ammunition,  General  Dyer  could  easily  have  ascertained  that  Thomas 
Richardson  was  but  a  cover  to  avoid  the  appearance  of  a  direct  sale 
from  the  Ordnance  Bureau  to  Mr.  Remington.  \ 

The  circumstances  surrounding  the  exchange  of  Gatling  guns  with 
General  Franklin,  vice-president  of  the  Colt's  Arms  Manufacturing 
Company,  at  Hartford,  Connecticut,  are  equally  singular. 

Some  time  in  December,  1870,  Mr.  Remington,  or  his  agent,  whom  he 
met  in  New  York,  told  General  Franklin  that  the  Government  had  cer- 
tain Gatling  guns  which  he  (Remington)  hoped  to  be  able  to  get,  (General 
Frankliu^s  testimony,  p.  494,)  and  that  this  could  be  effected  iu  the  way 
of  an  exchange,  if  the  Colt's  Arms  Manufacturing  Company  would  con- 
sent to  take  nine  Gatling  guns  then  in  the  possession  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  to  deliver  iu  their  place,  to  the  Government,  nine  Gatling 
gnns  of  a  superior  model.  The  Remingtons  informed  him,  that  ^'such  a 
thing  could  probably  be  done,"  (testimony,  p.  495.) 

General  Franklin  went  to  Washington,  saw  General  Dyer  about  it, 
tod  found  General  Dyer  understood  the  matter  as  the  Remingtons  had 
represented  it  to  him,  (Franklin,  testimony,  p.  751.)    A  contract  was 
iDade,  accordingly,  in  the  following  language,  (p,  622:) 
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"  Washington,  D.  C,  December  30, 1870. 

^<  General  :  The  Colt's.  Arms  Manufactaring  Oompaoy  will  agree  to 
receive  from  the  United  States  niue  .SO-caliber  six-barrel  Gatling  gans, 
with  carriages,  and  return  the  same  number  of  guns  and  carriages  iD 
six  montlis  from  the  date  of  the  receipt  from  the  United  States  of  the 
guns,  &c.,  the  guns  to  bo  returned  to  be  fitted  with  improved  extract- 
ors and  traversing  motion,  if  required.  It  is  understood  that  the  car- 
riages are  to  be  made  by  the  Ordnance  Department,  at  the  expense  of 
(Jolt's  Arms  Company. 

"  Very  respectfully,  yours, 

"  W.  B.  FE ANKLIN, 
^^Vice-President  and  Oeneral  Aqent  Coifs  Arms  Company. 

"  Major  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

"  Chief  Ordnance,  Washinffton,  D,  CJ* 

Thereupon  General  Dyer  issued  the  following  instructions  to  the  ord- 
nance agency  at  New  York,  (p.  623:) 

"  Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

"  Washington,  D.  C,  January  5,  1871. 

"  Sir  :  Upon  the  application  of  the  Colt's  Arms  Company  you  will 
make  requisition  upon  Colonel  Hagner  for  the  delivery  to  them  of  nine 
.50-caliber  Gatling  guns  and  carriages  on  hand  at  the  Watervliet  arsenal. 
This  will  be  done  upon  the  Colt's  Arms  Company  depositing  with  yon 
the  sum  of  $14,400,  and  giving  yon  a  written  agreement  to  deliver  at 
the  Watervliet  arsenal,  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States,  within  six 
months  from  this  date,  the  same  number  of  guns  and  carriages,  the 
guns  to  be  fitted  with  improved  extractors  of  the  latest  pattern,  and 
the  carriages  to  have  a  traversing  motion,  it  being  understood  that  the 
carriages  are  to  be  made  by  the  Ordnance  Department  at  the  Watervliet 
arsenal,  and  at  the  expense  of  the  Colt's  Arms  Manufacturing  Company, 
who,  upon  the  fulfillment  of  their  agreement,  are  to  receive  from  the 
United  States  the  difiference  between  the  amount  deposited,  ($14,400,) 
and  the  cost  of  making  the  nine  gun-carriages.  The  guns  are  to  be  in- 
spected by  an  oflScer  of  the  Ordnance  Department. 
"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"  A.  B.  DYER, 
"  Chief  of  Ordnance,  United  States  Army, 

"  P.  S. — ^The  agreement  must  be  sent  to  this  office. 

"  S.  V.  B. 

'*  COIVIMANDING  OfFCBR, 

*'  United  States  Agency.^^ 

General  Franklin  had  a  conversation  with  General  Dyer  about  the 
deposit  of  $14,400  to  be  made,  but  he  did  not  msike  that  deposit  himself, 
nor  did  he  pay  any  attention  to  it.  The  deposit  was  made  by  "  some- 
body," without  General  Franklin's  or  the  company's  action.  He  acted, 
upon  being  advised  of  it.  He  thinks  the  deposit  was  made  by  the  Reming- 
tons, "  because  there  were  no  other  people  who  had  the  slightest  interest 
in  depositing  $14,400,  except  the  Remingtons,"  for  the  reason  that  the 
nine  Gatling  guns  were  to  be  delivered  to  them,  (p.  753.)  And  yet  General 
Franklin  never  exchanged  a  word  with  the  Remingtons  about  it,  and 
the  deposit  was  made,  (testimony,  p.  754.)  That  the  Remingtons  really 
made  the  deposit,  appears  from  their  settlement  with  Franklin,  (p.  723,) 
the  Remingtons,  accounting  for  the  amount  of  the  deposit,  minus  the 
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cost  of  the  gancarriages  raanufactured  at  Watervliet  arsenal.  Neither 
General  Franklin,  nor  the  Gatling  Gun  Oompany,  with  whom  the  Oolt^a 
Arms  Mannfactaring  Company  had  business  relations,  (p.  754,)  ad- 
rised  ike  Bemingtons  of  the  necessity  of  making  the  deposit,  the 
Remingtons  must  have  been  advised  by  another  party,  as  to  this  matter, 
and  there  was  no  other  party  in  interest  but  the  Ordnance  Bureau. 

The  nine  Gatling  guns,  were,  according  to  contract,  delivered  fipom 
Watervliet  arsenal  to  General  Franklin,  who  repaired  them  for  tiie 
BemiDgtons.  But  .the  carriages  of  these  guns,  not  needing  repairs, 
General  Franklin  requested,  that  instead  of  being  sent  to  Hartford,  they 
be  kept  at  Watervliet  arsenal,  which  was  done.  When  General  Frank- 
lin had  repaired  the  guns  for  the  Eemingtons,  he  forwarded  them  to 
their  address  in  New  York. 

To  the  carriages  of  those  guns,  which  had  been  retained  at  Water- 
vliet arsenal,  General  Franklin  gave  no  further  attention.    He  did  not 
reqnest  that  they  be  forwarded,  but  they  were  sent  to  Colonel  Crispin, 
commanding  officer  of  the  ordnance  agency  at  New  York,  and  then 
foond  their  way  into  the  hands  of  the  Remingtons.     The  correspond- 
ence before  the  committee  throws  no  light  upon  this  matter.    General 
Franklin  testifies,  that  he  understood  the  carriages  were  sent  to  the  ad- 
dress of  the  Beroingtons  at  New  York,  but  has  no  positive  knowledge. 
Mr.  McGowan  testifies,  that  he  thinks  the  carriages  were  delivered  to 
Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  in  pursuance  of  some  verbal  instructions  from 
somebody.    But  General  Franklin  positively  denies,  that  he  gave  any 
instnictions  to  that  effect,  or  any  instructions  with  regard  to  the  delivery 
of  the  carriages  at  all,  and  he  is  sure,  there  was  no  other  member  of  the 
Colt's  Arms  Company  through  whom  that  business  went,  (pp.  755 
756.)   Certain  it  is,  however,  that,  without  any  instructions  being  given 
about  that  matter  by  General  Franklin,  or  any  other  member  of  the 
Celt's  Arms  Company,  the  gun-carriages  sent  from  Watervliet  arsenal 
to  Colonel  Crispin,  went  into  the  hands  of  the  Remingtons,  as  accounted 
for  by  them  to  General  Franklin,  (p.  723.)    General  Franklin  further 
testiliea,  in  answer  to  the  question,  whether  he  had  any  personal  con- 
versation with  Dyer,  or  Crispin  about  it,  that  he  thought  it  was  "gen- 
erally understood  by  everybody,  that  he  (Franklin)  had  any  business 
connection  with  in  regard  to  this  matter^  that  the  Eemington's  were  the 
people  to  whom  the  guns  were  to  be  delivered,''  (p.  495.)    And  further : 
"These  nine  guns  that  were  got  from  Watervliet  came  to  us  without 
any  instructions  from  anybody,  but  I  knew  perfectly  well  all  the  time 
that  they  were  to  go  to  the  Remingtons,  although  there  may  have  been 
no  mention  made  in  the  correspondence  of  it.    I  knew  very  well  that 
everybody  I  dealt  with,  knew  that  too.     As  soon  as  these  nine  guns 
came  to  our  factory,  we  received  instructions  from  the  Remingtons 
with  regard  to  them,  and  from  nobody  else,  and  the  guns  were  disposed' 
of  according  to  their  instructions." 

In  reply  to  the  question :  "  Was  there  not  a  design  upon  your  part 
that  the  Ordnance  Bureau  should  not  know  f  ^  General  Franklin  de- 
dared:  *^Not  the  slightest  in  the  world.  The  Ordnance  Bureau  knew 
JQst  as  much  as  I  did."  He  subsequently  qualified  this  declaration  as 
follows:  "  It  was  my  impression  that  the  Ordnance  Bureau  knew  just 
w  much  as  I  did." 

General  Dyer  denies  having  any  knowledge  of  it.  We  seek  not  to 
impngn  him,  and  least  of  all  to  do  him  the  slightest  injustice.  But  it  is 
evident  from  the  testimony  that  the  Remingtons  were  advised  of  the 
probability  that  the  bargain  could  be  made  before  General  Franklin 
made  bis  proposition  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau ;  that  the  Remingtons 

V— SA 
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made  tbe  deposit  of  $14,400  at  the  ordnance  agency  at  Nerw  York, 
through  a  New  York  bank,  without  having  been  advised  about  it  by 
General  Franklin,  and  that  the  gan-carriages  found  their  way  from  the 
ordnance  agency  at  New  York  into  JKemingtou's  hands,  without  any 
knowledge  of,  or  instructions  from  General  Franklin,  or  any  member  of 
Colt  Arms  Company.  The  conclusion  is  inevitable,  that  there  was  an 
understanding  between  Bemington  and  somebody,  connected  with  the 
Ordnance  Bureau ;  for  without  this,  neither  the  matter  of  the  deposit 
nor  the  delivery  of  the  gun-carriages,  could  have  been  effected  in  the  ab- 
sence of  instructions  and  advice  of  any  kind  from  General  Franklin. 
In  no  other  way  can  tbe  testimony  be  harmonized. 

We  find  Messrs.  Remington  active  agents  in  another  transaction. 
They  desired  to  obtain  for  France  10,000  Remington  navy-rifles,  which 
partly  had  been,  and  were  partly  still  being,  man^actured  at  the  Spring- 
field armory  for  the  Navy  of  the  United  States.  They  secured  the  inter- 
cession of  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble,  of  Baltimore,  who  made  a  bid  for 
these  arms  to  the  Navy  Department.  A  considerable  number  of  these 
arms  had  not  yet  been  finished. 

The  reason  assigned  by  the  chief  ordnance  officer  of  the  Navy  for  this 
sale  was  that  the  breech-sight  on  these  new  guns  was  placed  farther  back 
than  was  desired.  This  discovery  was  made  according  to  the  documentary 
evidence  before  us,  on  or  shortly  before  January  12, 1871,  (p.  501,)  when 
Commodore  Case,  Chief  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  of  the  Navy,  advised 
the  Springfield  armory  about  it.  In  the  next  letter,  dated  on  January 
18, 1871,  addressed  to  Lieutenant  Commander  Pearson,  at  the  Springfield 
armory,  Commodore  Case  says :  "  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  January  16, 
indosing  sketch  of  the  positions  of  breech-sight  of  Remington  rifles, 
the  attention  of  the  Bureau  was  called  to  the  subject  by  Messrs.  Rem- 
ington, who  object  that  the  present  position  of  the  breech-sight  weakens 
the  arm,  and  does  not  permit  as  accurate  sighting  beyond  point- 
blank  as  that  in  the  model  arm,''  (p.  502.)  From  this  it  clearly  appears 
that  the  objections,  which  furnished  a  reason  at  the  Navy  Department 
for  selling  the  10,000  new  guns,  was  suggested  to  the  Navy  Department 
by  the  Messrs.  Remington  themselves,  who  desired  to  have  the  arms  for 
lYance.  This  reason  was  objected  to  by  Lieutenant  Commander  Pear- 
son, at  the  Springfield  armory,  (p.  503,)  but  the  objection  was  overniled 
by  the  Ordnance  Bureau.  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble,  who  had  not 
been  advised  by  the  Department  of  the  circumstances,  made  their  offer 
for  the  arms  on  January  20,  and  the  arms  were  sold  accordingly.  A 
considerable  quantity  of  these  new  navy-rifles  had  already  been  distrib- 
uted to  several  stations ;  they  were  called  in  and  forwarded  back  to 
Springfield  armory,  where  all  hands  were  put  to  work  to  take  off  the 
bronzing  of  the  barrels,  to  prepare  the  guns  for  shipment,  the  work- 
men being  for  several  days  kept  at  work  beyond  their  usual  hours,  and 
paid  by  Messrs  Poultney  &  Trimble,  a  thing  which  had  never  been  done 
at  the  Springfield  armory  before. 

From  all  these  circumstances,  as  confirmed  by  the  evidence,  the 
undersigned  draws  the  conclusion  that  the  Reiningtons,  after  they  had 
become  known  as  the  agents  of  the  French  government,  still  maintained 
a  lively  intercourse  with  the  Ordnance  Department  and  its  officers, 
in  connection  with  the  sale  of  arms,  through  intermediaries,  and  that 
in  some  of  the  transactions  above  referred  to,  the  fact  that  such  third 
parties  were  not  the  real  purchasers,  but  were  acting  for  the  Remingtons, 
could,  by  vigilant  inquiry,  have  been  early  ascertained  by  the  oflicers 
making  the  sales.    What  unprejudiced  mind  can  doubt  itf 

The  testimony  develops  other  fa<5t-s  worthy  of  note  in  this  connection. 
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The  arms  were  delivered  b^^  lighters  in  the  pay  of  the  ordnance  agency, 
on  certain  piers  at  New  York,  partly  at  the  pier  of  the  French  Trans- 
atlantic Steamship  Company,  partly  at  pier  No.  3,  where  steamships 
were  loaded,  known  by  common  report  to  have  been  chartered  by  the 
French  consul.  The  cases  were  sometimes  hoisted  immediately  from 
the  lighters  on  board  those  ships.  While  still  in  the  lighters,  the  cases 
were  marked  "  R.  F.,"  which  meant,  Republique  Fran5aise,  one  of  the 
employes  of  the  ordnance  agency,  sent  there  to  keep  an  account  of  the 
deliveries,  taking  part  in  thus  marking  the  boxes.  The  receipts  for 
delivery  were  signed  and  given  to  the  employ^  of  the  ordnance  agency 
by  one  and  the  same  man,  in  the  name  of  Remington  &  Sons,  Austin 
Baldwin  &  Co.,  and  Thomas  Richardson,  thus  tending  to  create  a 
presumption  that  the  arms  really  went  into  the  hands  of  one  and  the 
same  party.  This  man  had  been  charged  with  this  business,  and  his 
receipts  were  accepted  at  the  ordnance  agency  in  pursuance  of  a  letter 
addressed  by  Colonel  Squire,  Remington's  known  agent,  to  Colonel 
Crispin.  A  French  officer.  Captain  Guzman,  openly  inspected  large 
quantities  of  artillery  on  the  wharf  at  New  York,  and  that  French  officer 
received  there  from  an  employ^  of  the  ordnance  agency  certificates  as  to 
the  quality  and  condition  of  the  goods  delivered.  (See  V.  K.  Gat'rison's 
testimony,  pp.  472,  473.)  The  same  French  officer  was  seen  by  Mr. 
Garrison  at  the  ordnance  agency  in  conversation  with  Colonel  Crispin 
abont  onlnance  stores. 

Taking  all  these  circumstances  into  consideration,  the  undersigned 
finds  himself  constmined  to  conclude  that,  had  there  been  no  per- 
sonal contact  or  understanding  between  Remington  and  his  agents  and 
any  of  the  officers  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  the  least  degree  of  vigilance 
woald  have  made  the  latter  aware  of  the  character  of  the  proceedings 
which  took  place ;  especially,  as  it  wa«  a  matter  of  general  notoriety, 
that  arms  were  bought  and  shipped  in  large  quantities  for  France,  and, 
as  the  least  inquiry  would  have  sufficed  to  have  satisfied  the  ordnance 
officials,  that  the  Remingtons,  after  having  been  excluded  as  the  known 
agent  of  a  belligerent  party  from  the  Government  sales,  would  resort  to 
the  nsnal  devices  to  defeat  the  object  of  the  order  of  the  Secretary  of 
War,  that  no  arms  should  be  sold  to  them.  But  the  testimony  shows 
that  the  most  ordinary  precautions  were  neglected  to  be  taken.  No  in- 
stractlons  to  subordinate  officers  or  agents  to  exercise  vigilance  were 
issued,  and  the  end  desired  to  be  reached  by  the  order  was  defeated 
under  the  very  eyes  of  the  War  Department. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  discuss  the  question  of  the  right  of  the  United 
States  to  sell  arms  or  munitions  of  war  to  either  belligerent  during  the 
French-German  War.  Such  a  right  is  claimed  for  our  Government  in 
the  majority  report,  and,  in  its  support,  Yattell  is  cited  as  an  authority. 
The  Secretary  of  war,  by  his  own  order,  directed  that  no  arms  should 
be  sold  to  either  France  or  Germany  during  their  pending  struggle.  By 
snch  action,  Secretary  Belknap  virtually  declared  that  the  United  States 
could  not,  as  a  neutral  nation,  sell  arms  and  munitions  of  war  to  either 
belligerent.  His  views  of  intiemational  law  did  not  accord  with  those 
now  insisted  upon  in  the  majority  report.  The  undersigned  concurs  in 
the  views  and  approves  of  the  order  of  Secretary  Belknap,  forbidding 
the  sale  of  munitions  of  war,  by  the  United  States,  to  either  belligerent. 
He  had  supposed  that  the  rule  recognized  and  established  by  the  law  of 
nations,  imposing  a  restriction  on  all  neutrals,  to  abstain  from  furnish- 
iogarms  or  munitions  of  war  to  either  belligerent,  was  too  well  estab- 
lished and  recognized  to  require  a  citation  of  authorities  for  its  support, 
riu's  doctrine  has  received  the  sanction  of  Yattel,  Phillimore,  Wildman, 
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Wheaton,  and  Kent.  It  is  admitted,  that  the  war  between  France  and 
Oennany^  did  not  interfere  with  or  limit  lawful  commerce  between  the 
United  States  and  either  belligerent.  Nor  was  it  the  duty  of  the  CTnited 
States  to  prohibit,  by  law,  our  citizens  from  a  commerce  in  articles  contra- 
band of  war.  Such  a  trade  is  carried  on  at  the  risk  of  those  engaged  in 
it,  under  penalties  and  liabilities  imposed  by  the  law  of  nations  or  by 
treaties.  But  the  right  of  a  neatral  nation  itself  to  manufacture  and 
furnish  arms  to  one  belligerent,  has  always  been  deemed  by  the  highest 
authorities  as  wholly  inconsistent  with  neutral  obligations. 

'^Belligerent  powers  may  seize  and  confiscate  all  contraband  goods 
which  neutral  persons  shall  attempt  to  carry  to  their  enemy,  without  any 
complaint  from  the  sovereign  of  those  merchants ;  as,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  power  at  war  does  not  impute  to  the  neutral  sovereigns  these  prac- 
tices of  their  subjects.^    (VattePs  Law  of  Nations ,  p.  338.) 

When,  however,  the  nation  itself  furnishes  the  arms  to  the  belligerent, 
it  is  an  unquestioned  violation  of  its  neutrality.  Were  this  not  true 
there  could  be  no  neutrality.  The  very  term  would  be  a  mockery. 
The  Secretary  of  War,  by  his  order  forbidding  the  sale  of  munitions  of 
war  to  France  or  Germany,  acted  wisely  and  well.  This  action  was 
just  to  the  country  and  alike  creditable  to  himself.  It  is  much  to  be 
regretted  that  this  order  was  not  strictly  obeyed.  The  officers  who,  by 
negligence  and  disobedience,  failed  in  this  particular,  deserve  more  than 
ordinary  censure.  No  motive  of  gain  to  their  Government  in  advanced 
prices  of  ordnance  stores  can  shield  them.  Profitable  sales  of  arms 
should  never  be  sought  at  the  expense  of  the  good  name  of  our  country. 
National  faith  is  not  to  be  measured  by  dollars  and  cents.  Congress, 
however,  has,  by  its  prompt  and  thorough  investigation  of  these  sales, 
and  the  facts  attending  them,  vindicated  the  Government  from  any 
sympathy  in  a  violation  of  its  neutral  obligations  by  a  failure  of  its  sub- 
ordinates to  carry  out  the  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War  forbidding  all 
sales  of  arms  to  France  and  Germany. 

In  addition  to  the  utter  disregard  of  the  order  of  the  Secretary  of 
War,  the  order  of  the  President  to  stop  the  sales  of  arms  and  ordnance 
stores,  which  was  issued  on  January  23,  1871,  was  also  violated,  as 
appears  from  the  following  dispatches,  (p.  818 :) 

"  Ordnance  Office,  Wab  Depabtmbnt, 

"  Washington,  February  6,  1871. 

<*  CoMMANDiNa  Officer,  New  York  Agency,  Houston  and  Oreen  streets^ 
UTeic  York: 

'*  Consummate  sale  of  unserviceable  Enfields  to  Starr. 

"A.  B.DYER, 

"  Chief  of  Ordnance.^ 

^'  Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

"  Washington,  February  13, 1871. 

*^ Commanding  Officer,  Neic  York  Agency: 

^^Sell  Starr  twenty-four  ten-pounder  Parrotts  at  established  prices. 

"A.  B.  DYER, 

"  Chief  of  Ordnance.^ 

Thus  the  orders  of  the  President  seem  to  have  been  as  little  observed 
as  those  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 
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V. 

Was  there  any  corruption  on  the  part  of  any  official  or  employ^  of 
the  Government  in  the  sale  of  ordnance  stores? 

The  testimony  fails  to  disclose  any  corrnption  or  improper  condnct  on 
tbe  part  of  any  officer  or  other  employ^  of  the  Government  in  the  sale 
of  arms  or  mnnitions  of  war.  If  errors  were  committed,  it  is  gratifying 
to  know,  they  were  occasioned  by  no  sordid  motive.  The  only 
semblance  of  any  improper  use  of  money  is  disclosed  by  the  testi- 
mony of  A.  J.  Markley,  of  New  Jersey,  who  states  that  he  received 
$10,000  from  Poultney  &  Trimble  to  use  his  influence  in  facilitating  the 
sale  of  navy-rifles  to  them.  The  only  thing  he  did,  according  to  his 
testimony,  to  earn  this  $10,000,  was  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
whether  he  had  any  arms  to  sell.  For  this  service  rendered  to  Mr. 
Poultney,  he  declared  under  oath,  that  he  received  from  Mr.  P.  $10,000^ 
being  a  dollar  a  gun,  which  Mr.  Poultney  had  promised  to  pay  him. 

The  return  by  the  War  Department  of  a  margin  of  $64,000  to  Mr.  O. 
K.  Garrison  might  be  deemed  unusual  and  of  doubtful  propriety.  Mr. 
Garrison  had  contracted  for  a  lot  of  Enfield  rifles,  and  deposited  $64,000 
as  the  margin  on  his  contract  of  purchase.  He  failed  to  take  the  arms 
so  contracted  for.  He  applied  for  a  return  of  the  margin  because  he 
had  lost  the  opportunity  to  sell,  and  represented  his  case  as  one  of  great 
hardship.  The  Government  was  ready  to  fulfill,  but  Mr.  Garrison  had 
^led  to  perform  his  contract  by  taking  the  arms. 

Here  is  Colonel  Crispin's  testimony  on  this  transaction,  (p.  185.) 

**  Q.  Were  not  sometimes  bargains,  made  in  this  way  here  at  the  Ord- 
nance Department,  afterward  revoked  on  the  part  of  the  Government! — 
A.  I  do  not  know  of  any. 

^'Q.  Is  there  not  a  case,  where,  in  consequence  of  non-delivery  of  guns, 
though  the  margin  had  been  paid,  the  bargain  was  afterward  undone f — 
A.  There  was  no  bargain  made  in  that  case.  It  had  only  arrived  at  a 
certain  stage.  The  United  States  Government,  in  order  to  protect  itself 
from  loss  of  sales,  gives  the  control  for  thirty  days  to  the  purchaser, 
and  they  must  have  an  equivalent.    That  is  the  origin  of  the  margin. 

"Q.  Do  you  remember  a  bargain  made  between  the  Department  and 
C.  K.  Garrison  about  36,000  Enfield  rifles!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

"Q,  Was  not  there  a  margin  put  up  by  C.  K.  Garrison! — A.  C.  K. 
Garrison  put  up  that  margin. 

^Q.  And  did  not,  afterward,  the  bargain  go  back  in  consequence  of 
the  Government  not  delivering  the  guns  ! — A.  !N^o,  sir. 

•'Q.  Why  was  it! — ^A.  Because  the  purchaser  failed  to  take  the  guns; 
80  the  bargain  was  not  consummated. 

"  By  Mr.  Sawyee  : 

"He  did  not  fulfill  his  part  of  the  contract! — A.  He  did  not  fulfill 
his  part  of  the  contract,  and  the  guns  are  in  our  possession  to-day.  We 
are  willing  to  deliver  them  at  any  time. 

"  By  the  Chairman  : 

"  Q.  Did  he  ever  make  any  complaint  of  the  action  of  the  Government 
on  his  part! — ^A.  Never. 

"  By  Mr.  SCHUKZ  : 

"Q.  It  appears,  by  the  correspondence,  that  the  margin  was  returned 
to  Garrison,  so  that  it  appears  that  that  contract  was  canceled  finally 
ia  consequence  of  the  failure  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  ! — 
A.  If  you  will  look  at  my  indorsements  you  will  see  how  the  facts  were. 


LXX       SALE  OF  ARMS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT. 

My  construction  was,  that  Garrison  failed  to  put  up  his  money  and  com- 
ply with  his  contract.  We  would  gladly  have  accepted  it.  He  put  up 
the  margin,  but  failed  to  complete  the  purchase. 

"  By  Mr.  Ames  : 

"  Q.  And  you  do  not  deliver  until  you  get  the  purchase-money  f — ^A. 
Never.    It  is  the  universal  rule. 

"  By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

"  Q.  At  any  rate,  here  we  have  a  case  where,  as  it  is  now  stated,  by 
mutual  agreement  of  the  Government  and  a  purchaser,  a  sale  was  can- 
celed. Now,  was  anything  done  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  to 
your  knowledge,  after  it  had  been  discovered  that  Remington  &  Sons 
were  the  agents  of  the  French,  to  bring  on  such  a  mutual  agreement  a« 
to  the  canceling  of  the  purchase  of  the  34,000,  or  whatever  the  number 
may  have  been,  of  breech-loading  carbines,  and  the  17,500,000  car- 
tridges!— A.  You  mean  to  say  did  the  Government  take  any  steps 
towards  the  canceling  of  that  purchase  of  the  12th  and  13th  of  October, 
1870! 

"  Q.  That  is  what  I  mean. — A.  No,  sir,  I  think  not." 

Nevertheless,  the  margin  was  returned  to  Mr.  Garrison.  It  appears 
that  General  Ingalls  had  given  his  friendly  office  to  Mr.  Garrison  to 
obtain  this  result,  but  they  both  testify  that  General  Ingalls  did  not 
receive  any  valuable  consideration  for  the  service  so  rendered,  and  there 
is  nothing  shown  by  the  proof  reflecting  in  the  slightest  degree  upon 
the  character  of  General  Ingalls.  Tlie  margin  was  returned  on  the 
alleged  ground,  that,  there  being  no  other  bidders  for  these  Enfield 
rifles,  the  Government  did  not  sufler,  for  it  did  not  lose  a  bargain. 

We  are  of  the  opinion,  however,  that  the  Government  did  sufler  a 
loss,  for  it  lost  the  bargain  with  Mr.  Garrison,  which  was  considered  an 
advantageous  one.  (See  Crispin's  testimony,  pp.  209  and  200.) 
•  Moreover,  it  appears  from  the  evidence,  that  the  reason  assigned  for 
the  return  of  the  margin  was  inaccurate.  There  was  another  bid  for  the 
same  Enfield  rifles,  made  at  the* time  when  Mr.  Garrison,  or  the  parties 
who  transferred  the  bargain  to  him,  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  made  the 
purchase,  and  the  Enfield  rifles  were  not  sold  to  the  other  bidder,  for 
the  avowed  reason  that  they  had  been  sold  to  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  who 
afterwards  transferred  their  interest  to  Mr.  Garrison. 

This  becomes  clear  from  the  following  dispatches,  (p.  157  and  158) : 

'<  By  telegraph  from  New  York,  12.45— January  21, 1871 : 

"  To  Colonel  Crispin  or  A.  B.  Dyer. 

"At  what  figure  can  we  have  60,000  new  Enfields,  depositing  margin 
immediately. 

"  STARR  &  FRAZIER." 
Answer,  (p.  158:) 

"  Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

"  Washingtonj  January  21, 1871. 

"  Messrs.  Starr  &  Frazier,  yew  York. 

"Can  offer  no  Enfields  before  noon,  Monday,  as  they  may  have  been 
sold. 

«  A.  B.  DYER, 

^^  Chief  of  OrdnanceP 

The  Enfields  were  just  at  that  time  sold  to  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  and 
the  margin  deposited   for  them,  was  the  same  which  was  afterward 
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retumed  to  Garrison.  That  a  bargain  with  another  party  for  the  arms  sold 
to  Garrison,  as  the  assignee  of  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  was  possibly  lost, 
seems  clear.  It  follows, therefore, that  the  alleged  reason  for  returning  Gar- 
riaon's  margin  of  $64,000,  fails.  It  is  unquestionably  true,  that  Garrison 
fiuled  to  dispose  of  his  arms,  and  he  says  he  lost  money.  It  may  be 
presumed  that  the  War  Department,  in  returning  this  margiu,  was 
prompted  by  a  sense  of  justice.  How  far  any  official  x^ossesses  the 
power  to  return  money  belonging  to  the  Government,  received  as  an 
advance  on  the  sale  of  property  sold  by  the  United  States  to  a  party 
who  fails  to  fulfill  his  part  of  the  contract,  is  a  question  of  importance 
and  doubt.  If  the  power  be  possessed  at  all,  its  exercise  should  be 
defined  and  regulated  by  law. 

IV. 

Upon  the  question  whether  any  Senator  or  other  American  citizen 
has  been  in  communication, /or  illicit  purposes^  with  the  government  or 
authorities  of  any  foreign  power  or  its  agent,  touching  the  subject-mat- 
to*  of  this  investigation,  there  is  not  the  slightest  testimony  tending 
to  impugn  or  reflect  upon,  in  the  slightest  degree,  the  honor  or  patriot- 
ism of  any  American  citizen,  still  less  of  any  American  Senator. 

The  testimony  shows  that  Charles  Adophe,  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  has 
resided  herenuderofficial  employment  from  the  French  government  since 

isee. 

.In  March,  1871,  he  had  reason  to  believe  that  in  the  purchase  of  arms 
by  France  a  large  amount  of  money  had  been  lost  to  his  government, 
and  that  there  had  been  collusion  between  the  agent  of  the  French 
government  and  certain  officials  here. 

For  this  purpose,  he  sought  Senator  Patterson  in  March,  1871,  and  en- 

Hsted  his  friendly  aid  to  get  an  investigation  through  the  Committee  on 

BetrenchmeDt.    He  had  several  interviews  with  Senator  Patterson^  the 

Secretary  of  War,  Senator  Sumner,  and  Senator  Schurz,  all  seeking  aid  in 

having  an  investigation  in  the  sale  of  arms  to  France,  and  especially  an 

examination  of  the  books  of  the  Treasury  and  War  Departments.    The 

imbstaDce  of  what  took  place  at  all  these  interviews  is  fully  detailed. 

There  is  nothing  to  cast  the  slightest  reproach  or  impropriety  upon  any 

of  these  distinguished  gentlemen,  and  nothing  is  disclosed  as  having 

taken  place  on  their  part  which  was  not  in  every  sense  creditable  and 

proper,  and  strictly  within  the  line  of  their  official  duty. 

JOHN  W.  STEVENSON. 
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Exhibit  No.  2. 

TESTIMONY  TAKEN  BY  THE  COMMITTEE. 

Washington,  March  7, 1872. 
W.  W.  Beucnap  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chaibhan  : 

Qaestion.  You  are  now  Secretary  of  War  I — Answer.  I  am. 
(^  And  were  dnring  the  year  ending  June  30, 1871  ? — A.  I  was. 
Q.  Will  you  please  state  the  amount  and  description  of  ordnance 
stores  sold  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1871,  and  the  persons 
to  whom  they  were  sold? — A.  On  the  24th  day  of  January,  1872, 1  sent 
to  the  House  of  Bepresentatives  a  communication  from  the  Chief  of 
Ordnance  respecting  the  sale  of  arms  and  ordnance  stores  belonging  to 
the  Uoited  States  at  public  and  private  sale  since  the  close  of  the  rebel- 
lion, and  also  a  list  of  all  the  principal  sales  made  by  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment from  July  1, 1865,  to  July  1, 1871.    That  was  printed  in  House 
Executive  Document  Ko.  89,  of  the  present  Congress.    I  have  a  copy  of 
that  document  here,  which  gives,  I  believe,  a  full  answer  to  the  question; 
and  in  addition,  since  the  publication  of  the  document,  the  ^'date  of  au- 
thority of  sale"  has  been  placed  on  a  new  column,  on  the  right-hand  side, 
opposite  every  sale.    I  submit  a  copy  of  the  document,  with  those  addi- 
tions as  made  in  the  right-hand  column,  giving  the  date  of  authority  for 
the  sale  in  each  case. 
[The  document  is  annexed  to  the  testimony^  marked  A.] 

By  Mr.  Cabpentee  : 

Q.  Is  that  the  authority  from  yon  for  the  sale  ? — A.  Authority  from 
the  War  Department  for  the  sale.  I  submit  that  document  as  a  part  of 
my  answer.  One  or  two  minor  corrections  have  been  made  where  there 
have  been  misprints  or  clerical  errors. 

By  the  Chaieman  : 

Q.  So  that,  as  you  present  the  document,  it  is  entirely  accurate,! — A* 
It  is  accurate,  I  believe,  as  I  present  it.  It  was  made  up  by  my  direc- 
tion in  the  Ordnance  Office.  This  document  gives  ^'date  of  sale;'' 
"purchaser;"  "articles  sold:"  "price;"  "amount;"  and  "date  of 
authority  of  sale."  As  far  as  the  date  of  the  sale  is  concerned,  I  will  say 
that  onfy  the  month  is  given  in  most  cases,  and  a  dash  opposite  the 

name  of  the  month  ;  for  instance,  "  March ."    Where  the  date  is 

given  and  the  dash  is  made  under  a  previous  date,  that  does  not  mean 
^ ditto;"  but  the  reason  it  was  made  in  that  way  was  this:  I  was  very 
anxious  to  get  this  report  to  Congress  and  get  it  before  the  country.  I 
insisted  that  the  Ordnance  Department  should  make  it  up  rapidly.  They 
did  so,  and  omitted  the  dates  in  their  anxiety  to  have  it  ready  for  me^ 
I  was  so  anxious  to  have  it  in,  that  I  had  not  the  clerical  force  to  make 
a  copy  for  the  Senate,  as  well  as  for  the  Bouse,  or  even  to  make  a  copy 
for  the  House,  but  sent  in  the  original  report,  with  General  Dyer's  auto- 
^ph  signed  to  it,  for  the  pnrpose  of  having  it  before  the  country.    In 


i 


2         SALE  OF  ARMS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT. 

the  Ordnance  Department  now  they  are  entering  for  me  these  dates  ; 
but  they  are  not  ready  yet.  The  dates  of  the  aathority  for  the  sale^ 
however,  are  given  in  the  final  colnmn.  Yoa  will  understand  what  I 
have  said  by  that. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  "date  of  authority  of  sale" — when  yoa 
ordered  the  sale  to  be  made! — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  date  of  authority  for  the 
sale.  For  instance,  in  February,  1871, 421  collars  were  sold  to  A.  Hitch- 
cock. That  sale  wa^  authorized  December  14,  1870,  but  the  final  deliv- 
ery was  not  made  and  the  money  paid  in  until  February,  1871,  two 
months  afterward. 

By  the  Chair:man  : 

Q.  The  report  of  sales  which  you  furnish  is  dated  consecutively,  as  I 
understand  you  f — A.  The  exact  dates  will  be  supplied. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  So  we  are  to  understand  that  when  there  is  a  figure  here,  say,  for 
instance,  August  10,  the  sales  that  follow  were  made  subsequently  f — 
A.  I  do  not  say  that.  These  statements  of  sales  were  made  up  from  dif- 
ferent abstracts,  and  made  up  rapidly ;  the  sales  for  August  were  pat 
in ;  those  for  September  were  put  in,  and  so  on ;  but  1  cannot  say  that 
it  would  necessarily  follow  that  the  last  sale 'put  down  for  April  was 
really  made  after  the  other  sales  in  that  month ;  but  all  were  made  dur- 
ing the  month  of  April ;  and  so  on. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  They  were  made  during  the  month  under  which  they  appear  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir.  Before  this  committee  is  through  with  its  Jabors,  I  will  fur- 
nish a  statement  of  every  one  of  these  dates. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  will  furnish  a  statement  in  that  form,  giving  the  date  of  every 
transaction! — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  being  made  up  now. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  next  point  of  inquiry  is  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
sales  were  made. — A.  By  the  act  of  July  20, 1868,  ^Congress  gave  the 
Secretary  of  War  authority  to  cause  to  be  sold  at  public  or  private  sale, 
after  due  public  notice,  the  'cannon,  arms,  [and  other  ordnance  stores 
which  are  damaged,  or  otherwise  unsuitable  for  the  United  States  mili- 
tary service,  or  for  the  militia  of  the  United  States.  At  the  commence- 
ment of  the  French-German  war,  the  number  of  serviceable  arms  in  the 
arsenals,  July  1, 1870,  was  about  1,151,088,  composed  of  the  following 
kinds  and  calibers : 

Springfield  breech-loaders,  Allin's  patent,  caliber  .58 2, 202 

Springfield  breech-loaders,  model  of  1866,  caliber  .50 8, 269 

Springfield  breech-loaders,  1868,  caliber  .50 39, 733 

Spencer's,  Sharps',  and  other  breech-loaders 5, 156 

Spencer's,  Sharps',  and  other  breech-loading  carbines 133, 696 

Springfield  muzzle-loaders,  caliber  .58 699, 134 

Enfields,  caliber  .58,  and  other  patterns 193, 636 

Colt's,  Eemington's,  and  other  pistols 69, 462 

Making 1,161,088 
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Having  so  large  a  supply  of  arms  on  hand,  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  I  directed  him  to  sell  a  portion  of  them.  The 
question  is  qnite  a  comprehensive  one. 

The  Chairman.  I  take  it,  it  involves  the  snbstantial  reasons  for  your 
action ;  all  the  circnmstances  that  would  operate  on  your  mind  and 
action  woald  come  in  projierly  in  reply  to  the  question. 

The  Witness.  There  being  such  a  large  amount  of  this  property  on 
hand,  the  subject  was  brought  to  my  attention  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance 
several  time«i,  and  I  directed  him  to  sell,  and  can  give  the  prices  at  which 
the  sales  were  made,  if  the  committee  desire. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  They  are  aU  in  the  printed  statement,  are  they  not? — A.  The 
prices  are  there  for  each  lot ;  but  I  can  go  over  it  generally  again. 
The  Chaib>ian.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  need  of  repeating  it. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  State  when  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  first  called  your  attention  to  and 
suggested  the  propriety  of  these  sales.  Give  the  dates. — A.  The  sales 
were  made  from  time  to  time. 

Q.  But  I  understand  your  attention  was  called  by  the  Chief  of  Ord- 
nance to  the  large  amount  on  hand,  and  he  made  a  recommendation 
that  some  should  be  disposed  of.  I^ow,  I  wish  to  know  the  period  when 
this  first  suggestion  came  from  him  t — ^A.  It  was  first  done  shortly  after 
I  became  Secretary  of  War,  in  the  fall  of  1869.  When  there  would  be 
applications  for  large  sales,  he  would  come  to  me,  and  mention  the  sub- 
ject I  do  not  know  that  I  can  give  the  particular  dates;  but  before  and 
after  the  commencement  of,  und  during,  and  since  the  French  war. 

By  Mr.  LoGAN : 

Q.  Were  these  recommendations  mafle  to  you  in  writing  f — A.  No ; 
he  would  come  and  have  a  verbal  conversation,  time  and  again. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  these  sales  made  in  a  manner  corresponding  with  previous 
sales  T — A.  Yes,  sir,  so  I  understood  it. 

Q.  The  negotiations  and  sales,  however,  were  made  by  the  Ordnance 
Office  and  not  by  yourself,  as  1  understand! — A.  Leaving  out  the  bids 
at  auction,  the  course  was  either  to  invite  sealed  proposals  on  due  no- 
tice, or,  after  the  material  had  been  advertised  according  to  law,  private 
written  bids  were  entertained  from  merchants  or  dealers,  and  if  on  due 
inquiry  in  the  market  the  prices  offered  were  judged  fair  and  not  less 
than  auction  bids,  the  stores  were  sold.  If  the  offers  made  were  too 
low  they  were  declined,  and  a  price  established  by  the  Department,  and 
if  acceptable  to  the  purchaser  the  goods  were  invoiced  and  sold  to  the 
dealer  offering. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  state  at  this  time  what  was  the  difference  in  the 
price  received  for  the  same  arms  sold  previously  and  those  sold  in  the 
fiscal  year  1870-'71 1 — A.  Cleaned  and  repaired  Springfields  were  sold 
for  $5  each,  at  the  commencement  of  the  Franco-Prussian  war.  In 
October,  1870,  they  were  sold  for  $9.30  each.  Enfielda,  cleaned  and 
repaired,  were  sold  for  $4,  and  were  afterwards  held  at  $5.30,  although 
no  sales  were  effected  at  that  price. 

By  Mr.  ScnuBZ: 

Q.  I  shonld  like  to  know  what  your  construction  is  of  the  statute  of 
186^,  aa  it  stands,  with  regard  to  the  thirty  days'  notice  to  be  given  of 
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tbe  public  sales.  Is  it  tbat  when  arms  are  to  be  sold  public  notice  has 
to  be  given  thirty  days  for  a  public  sale,  and  that  if  the  arms  cannot 
be  sold  at  public  sale,  then  the  War  Department  is  authorized  to  sell 
them  at  private  sale  f  Is  that  it  t — A.  No,  sir ;  not  of  every  sale.  The 
statute  gives  authority  to  the  Secretary  of  War  ''  to  cause  to  be  sold  at 
public  or  private  sale,  after  due  public  notice,''  and  so  on. 

Q.  What  does  the  thirty  days'  notice  mean  t  The  statute  says,  "after 
offer  at  public  sale  on  thirty  days'  notice."  I  understand  that  arms  have 
first  to  be  offered  at  public  sale  on  thirty  days'  notice,  and  if  they  can- 
not be  sold  at  public  sale^  then  the  War  Department  is  authorized  to 
sell  them  at  private  sale.  Is  not  that  itt — A.  I  do  not  understand 
under  that  statute  that  thirty  days'  public  notice  has  to  be  given  for  every 
specific  sale ;  but  that  after  thirty  days'  notice  has  been  given,  the  sale 
can  be  made  at  public  or  private  sale,  as  the  Secretary  may  deem  most 
advantageous  to  the  public  service. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  After  the  passage  of  this  act  of  1868,  what  notice  was  given,  if 
any! — A.  Frequently  property  has  been  offered  for  sale  at  public  auc- 
tion by  public  notice  in  newspapers,  and  that  I  presume  is  the  public 
notice  contemplated  by  this  law. 

Q.  Can  you  furnish  us  with  a  statement  and  copy  of  all  those  notices  ? — 
A.  I  presume  so.  There  have  been  an  immense  number.  It  will  re- 
quire a  good  deal  of  time. 

Q.  I  mean  in  regard  to  these  arms!— A.  Every  act  of  the  War  De- 
partment, or  the  Ordnance  Department,  in  connection  with  these  arms, 
and  every  record,  can  be  furnished. 

Q.  Will  they  show,  as  you  understand,  the  notices  that  have  been  pub- 
lished!— A.  Lhave  no  doubt  that  they  will. 

Mr.ScHURZ.  The  statute  reads,  "theSecretaryofWarisherebyauthor- 
ized  and  directed  to  cause  to  be  sold,  after  offer  at  public  sale  on  thirty 
days'  notice,"  which  seems  to  me  to  mean  that  the  arms  to  be  sold  have 
first  to  be  advertised  for  sale  thirty  days  before  the  sale  is  to  take  place, 
and  then  have  to  be  offered  at  public  sale,  and  if  they  cannot  be  sold  at 
public  sale,  then  the  Secretary  of  War  is  authorized  to  sell  them  at  pri- 
vate sale;  for  otherwise  this  clause,  which  reads  ^^ after  offer  at  public 
sale  on  thirty  days'  notice,"  means  nothing. 

The  Witness.  Am  I  to  understand  that  is  a  question  of  the  Senator ! 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  I  ask  you  how  you  understand  it.  You  said  that  gen- 
eral notice  was  given  that  arms  were  to  be  sold. 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  understand  by  this  law  that  every  lot,  for  in- 
stance, of  arms  to  be  sold  has  to  be  advertised  on  public  notice  specifi- 
cally.   I  do  not  so  understand  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  there  a  general  notice  published  for  thirty  days  that  would 
cover  them  all! — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  As  I  remarked  in  answer  to  a  question 
a  few  moments  ago,  the  practice  was  either  to  invite  sealed  proposals 
by  due  public  notice,  or,  after  the  material  had  been  advertised  accord- 
ing to  law,  to  entertain  private  bids. 

By  Mr.  Sohxtrz  : 

Q.  Were  these  arms  offered  at  public  sale! — A.  Specifically  in  refer- 
ence to  every  lot  of  arms,  I'cannot  state,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that  they 
were  and  that  the  law  was  complied  with.  The  particular  details  as  to 
every  sale  in  this  great  number  of  sales,  the  Secretary  of  War  cannot 
be  personally  informed  of.    The  Ordnance  Department  is  the  office 
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charged  with  the  details ;  bat  in  reference  to  the  general  subject  the 
Secietary  of  War  has  charge  and  is  informed. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson: 

Q.  I  understand  yonr  construction  of  the  act  of  1868  is  that  you  have 
to  advertise  for  thirty  days  one  general  advertisement  that  the  War 
Department  has  such  and  such  arms  or  stores  for  sale.  After  that  gen- 
eral advertisement  of  thirty  days,  do  I  understand  you  to  construe  the 
law  that  you  are  obliged  to  ofter  them  at  public  sale  before  you  proceed 
to  any  private  sale  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  understand  by  the  law  that  they 
can  be  ofifered  at  public  or  private  sale. 

Q.  After  the  advertisement  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  these  advertisements  used  the  term  '^  public 
saleP  Do  you  construe  that  act,  that  under  an  advertisement  without 
offering  them  for  public  sale,  you  could  sell  them  privately  f — A.  l^o, 
sir.  I  think  if  we  advertise  to  sell  them  at  public  sale,  we  certainly 
sohnld  offer  them  at  public  sale. 

Q.  Mow,  did  your  advertisement  state  that  you  would  sell  either  at 
public  or  private  sale  f  Did  the  advertisement  indicate  your  construc- 
tion that  you  had  a  right  to  sell  either  publicly  or  privately  f — A.  I  can* 
not  answer  that  question  specifically  until  1  see  a  copy  of  the  advertise- 
ment. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Are  those  advertisements  with  you  or  with  the  Ordnance  Bu- 
reau f — ^A.  They  are  with  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  of  course. 

By  Mr.  STEVENSON : 

Q.  Yon  think  those  advertisements  can  be  had  ? — A.  Everthing  in 
connection  with  these  sales.  Sometimes  sales  are  made  under  inspec- 
tion, in  accordance  with  the  act  of  1825 ;  but  the  sales  now  referred 
to  were  mainly  made  under  the  act  of  July  20, 1868. 

By  tLe  Chairman  : 

Q.  It  has  been  alleged — and  therefore  I  put  the  question — that  some, 
of  the  sales  of  smaller  stores,  cartridges,  I  think,  were  effected  without 
any  public  advertisement.    Can  you  give  us  any  information  on  that 
point  !^ A.  I  know  of  no  sale  which  has  been  made  in  disregard  of  law. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  correspondence,  if  any,  is  there  in  the  War  Department  in 
regard  to  these  sales  of  arms  I — ^A.  There  is  the  correspondence  between 
the  Chief  of  Ordnance  and  the  officers  who  had  charge  of  sales  in  dif- 
ferent places;  for  instance,  the  officer  in  Few  York,  who  had  charge  of 
the  sales.  There  are  the  telegrams  of  bidders,  and,  I  presume,  the  letters 
df  bidders,  some  of  which  I  have  pei*sonally  examined,  and  some  I  have 
not ;  but  this  detailed  information  which  is  desired  can  all  be  obtained 
from  the  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Q.  Was  the  correspondence  in  your  personal  office  f — A.  No,  sir ;  it 
is  in  charge  of  the  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  I  understand  that  the  red  marginal  .notes  on  the  pamphlet  you 
baye  submitted  refer  to  the  date  of  authority  of  sale.  When  you  gave 
this  authority  to  the  Ordnance  Office,  did  you  direct  it  specifically  as  to 
any  advertisement  f — A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not 

Q.  How  long,  usually,  after  the  giving  of  the  authority,  was  it  before 
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the  sale  followed  ! — A.  You  will  see  in  the  left-hand  margin  the  date  of 
sale  in  every  case. 

Q.  I  call  your  attention  now  to  the  pamphlet,  page  17.  I  see  "E. 
Eemington  &  Sons,  50,000  Springfield  rified  mnskets,  0.  &  B.,  $5« 
$250,000,''  and  the  28th  of  September,  1870,  was  the  date  of  the 
authority. — A.  The  authority  of  sale. 

Q.  Immediately  under  it  were  "14,757  Eemington  carbines,''  a,nd 
"19,434  Spencer  carbines,"  and  "17,517,822  Spencer  cariiridges,"  and 
"parts  of  arms."  As  to  those  three  items  the  authority  was  given  on 
the  12th  and  13th  of  October.  Have  you  the  means  of  telling  us  when 
those  sales  absolutely  took  place  f  I  do  not  see  it  marked  on  this 
page. — A.  1^0,  sir;  those  are  the  dates  which  I  spoke  of  in  the  com- 
mencement of  my  testimony,  which  I  am  having  prepared  specifically. 
As  to  the  sale  authorized  on  the  28th  of  September,  1870,  the  stores 
were  delivered  on  the  3d  of  October,  1870. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  That  you  remember  as  a  fact,  do  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is  not  in 
the  books.  As  to  the  $250,000  sale  of  50,000  Springfield  rifie-muskets, 
the  date  of  the  authority  was  September  28,  1870.  The  stores  were 
delivered  on  the  3d  of  October,  1870.  On  the  13th  day  of  October  I 
was  in  the  Post-Office  Department  building,  when  Mr.  Keller,  the  chief 
clerk  of  the  Ordnance  Department,  now  dead,  came  to  me  very  hastily, 
and  showed  me  a  telegram,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy : 

"  ILION,  New  York,  October  13. 

"W.  C.  Squire,  Arlington  House^  Washington: 

"Remington  telegraphs  if  you  have  not  yet  bought  for  the  govern- 
ment, you  will  be  able  to  do  so  on  better  terms.  By  decree  of  the  gov- 
ernment, issued  yesterday,  all  arms  entering  France  are  liable  to  be 
taken  as  national  property,  and  paid  for  according  to  appraisement. 
Speculators  in  arms  intended  for  France  will  find  their  profits  small. 
Competition  with  you  has  been  forced  and  fictitious." 

As  soon  as  I  saw  that  telegram  I  went  directly  to  the  War  Depart' 
ment,  saw  General  Dyer,  and  ordered  him  to  sell  no  more  arms  to  Rem' 
ington,  as  that  telegram  plainly  showed,  in  my  judgment,  he  was  the 
agent  of  the  French  government.  That  was  the  first  intimation  I  had 
had  to  that  effect. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  By  whom  was  that  telegram  signed? — A.  The  signature  is  not 
attached  to  this  copy.  It  was  signed  by  some  one  connected  with,  the 
firm  of  Remington  &  Sons.  I  do  not  know  why  that  signature  is  not 
there:  but  it  was  some  one  connected  with  that  house. 

Q.  TTot  by  Remington  &  Sons  themselves  I — A.  My  impression  is  it 
was  signed  by  a  Remington,  or  some  one  connected  with  that  house.  I 
will  ascertain  and  have  the  name  furnished. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ  : 

Q.  Ton  say  that  on  the  13th  of  October,  1870,  you  received  informa- 
tion which  convinced  you  that  Remington  was  a  French  agent ! — ^A- 
Tes,  sir. 

Q.  Here  I  find  14,757  Remington  carbines,  19,434  Spencer  carbines, 
and  17,517,822  Spencer  cartridges,  sold  to  £.  Remington  &  Sqns ;  and, 
according  to  your  statement  here,  the  authority  of  sales  for  these  three 
lots  was  given  October  12  and  13. — A.  Yes,  sir;  before  1  gave  that  order. 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  And  before  yoa  saw  that  telegram  f — A.  Before  I  saw  that  tele- 
gram. 

By  Mr.  ScmiRZ : 

Q.  May  I  ask  when  the  14,757  Remington  carbines,  and  19,434  Spen- 
cer carbines,  and  17,517,822  Spencer  cartridges  were  delivered  f — A.  I 
cannot  say.  1  only  have  a  memorandum  when  the  50,000  Springflelds 
were  delivered;  October  3, 1870. 

Q.  It  would  take  some  time  to  deliver  them,  I  suppose  ? — A.  It  might. 
Those  dates  I  can  furnish. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

ft 

Q.  I  understood  yon  to  say  that  those  dates  would  all  be  supplied  ? — 
A.  Every  specific  date  in  the  left-hand  column  will  be  supplied. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Where  were  those  50,000  Springfield  rifles  delivered  ? — A.  I  pre- 
sume in  New  York,  but  I  cannot  say  definitely.  Not  having  personal 
charge  of  the  storage  of  this  property,  it  is  impossible  for  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  know. 

Q.  I  thought  yon  might  have  known ;  that  was  the  reason  I  asked. — 
A.  No ;  I  presume  in  New  York.  Those  matters  of  detail  can  all  be 
supplied  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  The  sale  of  these  Eemington  carbines,  Spencer  carbines,  and  Speu* 
c^  cartridges  having  been  authorized  on  the  13th  day  of  October  in 
part,  they  must  have  been  delivered  afterward,  if  at  all ! — ^A.  No  doubt 
about  that;  that  is  my  conclusion. 

Q.  Then  after  Remington  &  Sons  had  been  discovered  to  be  French 
agents,  these  lots  of  arms,  in  all  34,000  carbines.  Remington  and  Spen* 
cer,  and  17,000,000  cartridges,  were  delivered  to  them  ? — A.  I  will  fur- 
nish the  dates. 

By  the  Chairman  i 

Q.  There  were  subseqnent  sales  made,  as  it  is  alleged,  to  one  Richard- 
son ;  had  the  Department  or  had  you  any  knowledge  that  he  was  the 
representative  of  Remington  &  Sonet — A.  I  had  no  kngwledge  what- 
ever that  Richardson  was  the  representative  of  Remington  &  Sons  until 
on  the  20th  day  of  January,  1872,  the  Marquis  de  Chainbrun  stated  to 
me  that  Richardson  was  the  attorney  of  the  firm  of  Remington  &  Sons. 

By  Mr,  SCHURZ: 

Q.  Do.  you  know  Mr.  Richardson  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  saw  him  to 
my  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Remington  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  met  Mr.  Reming- 
ton twice  or  three  times. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  nad  yon  any  knowledge  that  Remington  was  the  agent  of  the 
French  government,  save  that  which  you  gathered  from  the  telegram 
you  have  just  read! — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  Had  yon  any  evidence  subsequent  to  that  that  he  was  the  agent 
of  the  French  government  except  that  f — A.  The  so-called  letter  to  Le 
Cesne  would  seem  to  show  that  he  was  the  agent  of  the  French  govern- 
ment 
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Q.  When  did  you  first  see  that  letter!— A.  I  think  about  the  27fcli 
day  of  December,  1871. 

.  Q.  That  was  long  after  all  these  sales  had  been  completed  ? — A.  Yes^ 
sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Eemington  at  any  time  while  the  French-Ger- 
man war  was  pending  t — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Did  you  see  him  subsequently  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  CARPENTER: 

Q.  You  had  never  seen  him,  then,  until  after  the  close  of  that  war! — 
A.  I  saw  a  gentleman  at  the  Arlington  Hotel  who  was  pointed  out  to 
me  as  Mr.-Kemington. 

Q.  You  had  never  had  any  interview! — A.  Fo,  sir;  I  never  spoke  to 
him. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ: 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Squire,  his  son-in-law  f — A.  l^ot  to  my  knowledge. 
I  do  not  remember  that  I  ever  saw  him.  I  may  have  done  so.  There 
are  so  many  persons  calling  at  the  War  Department  that  I  may  have 
seen  him,  but  I  do  not  remember  having  seen  him. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  are  the  other  members  of  the  firm  of  Bemington 
&  Sons  t — ^A.  I  do  not 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Keller  who  showed  you  that  telegram  f — A.  He  was 
the  chief  clerk  of  the  Ordnance  Department.  This  telegram  had  been 
received  at  the  Ordnance  Department,  and  had  been  sent  over  to  my 
office,  and  I  happened  to  be  absent,  although  I  seldom  am.  He  heard 
that  I  was  in  the  Post-Office  Department ;  I  was  there  on  some  business ; 
and  as  I  was  going  out  of  the  Post-Office  Department  he  met  me.  I 
got  in  my  carriage,  and  instantly  went  up  and  gave  General  Dyer  this 
order. 

Q.  Had  any  rule  or  order  been  given  by  you  before  that  time  not  to 
sell  arms  either  to  GermaAy  or  France  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  those  orders  in  writing  f — ^A.  They  were  not  in  writing;  but 
I  gave  that  order  over  and  over  again. 

By  Mr.  Sohxtrz: 

Q.  Can  you  tell  the  time  of  day  when  you  received  that  telegram  ! — 
A.  I  think  it  was  between  1  and  2  o'clock  on  the  13th  of  October.  I 
got  up  to  the  office  about  an  hour  before  the  closing  time. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  statement  which  you  have  furnished  us  shows  the  sale  of  sim- 
ilar muskets  to  have  been  very  much  in  advance  in  price  during  the 
year  1871  over  the  sales  made  prior,  does  it  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Was  a  lot  of  Springfield  muskets  sold  to  Turkey  ! — A.  Yes ;  those 
sales  appear  here. 

Q.  Can  you  point  them  out  ! — A.  Yes,  sir  5  on  page  11  of  the  state- 
ment. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 
Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  prior  to  October  13, 1870,  you  had 
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again  and  again  directed  tbe  Ordnance  Department  not  to  sell  arms 
knowingly  either  to  France  or  Germany  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  aay  that  after  yoa  got  tbe  telegram  yon  went  immediately  to 
the  Ordnance  Department  t — A.  l^o,  sir.  I  saw  General  Dyer  at  my 
office  in  the  War  Department.  He  was  either  there  when  I  retorned 
from  the  Post-Office  Department,  or  he  came  in  shortly  afterward.  He 
had  sent  Mr.  Keller  down,  and  was  expecting  this  interview;  and  he 
agreed  with  me,  of  coarse. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  From  this  report  it  appears  that  while  50,000  Springfield  rifled 
muskets  were  sold  to  Remington  for  $5  apiece,  they  had  been  sold  to 
the  Turkish  Government  for  $7  apiece. — A.  This  report  is  true ;  it  states 
the  facts,  I  believe.  The  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfields  were  sold 
for  $5  each,  as  I  stated  in  the  commencement,  and  in  October  they  were 
sold  for  $9.30. 


By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  The  sale  to  the  Turkish  government  was  in  tbe  preceding  year, 
was  it  not  ? — ^A.  It  was  in  June  and  July,  1869. 

By  Mr.  AMES : 

Q.  Had  your  Department  any  means  of  preventing  these  arms,  which 
yon  sold,  from  going  to  France ;  that  is  to  say,  selling  them,  as  you  did, 
in  obedience  to  the  law,  could  any  precaution  on  your  part  have  kept 
them  from  the  French  ? — A.  l^ot  after  they  had  been  sold  by  the  De- 
partment Every  precaution  was  taken  by  the  Department,  and  fre- 
qaent  orders  given  by  myself  that  they  should  be  sold  to  neither  the 
French  nor  Prussian  government;  but  after  they  had  been  sold  I  pre- 
sume the  Department  had  no  authority  to  prevent  their  sale  by  the  pur- 
chasers to  whoever  they  saw  proper  to  sell  them. 

Q.  You  could  not  have  prevented  any  combination  among  individu- 
als who  could  have  taken  those  arms  directly  to  the  French  people  f — A. 
I  presume  not. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  Was  it  or  was  it  not  the  understanding  of  the  Department  and  of 
the  Ordnance  Bureau  that  these  arms  could  be  sold  at  better  prices  at 
that  time  for  the  Government  than  was  probable  at  a  subsequent  period  f 
^A.  It  was. 

Q.  Was  it  or  was  it  not  also  the  design  of  the  War  Department  to  sell 
such  arms  as  were  not  wanted,  and  to  supply  them  with  a  better  arm  for 
oar  own  service  ? — A.  Yes,  sir :  to  sell  such  arms  as  were  unsuitable. 

Q.  Not  arms  that  might  not  be  used,  but  that  you  could  have  a  better 
and  more  suitable  arm? — A.  Yes,  sir.  Constant  improvements  were 
being  made  in  arms. 

By  Mr.  Schuez  ; 

Q.  Did  it  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Department  that  arms  were 
being  shipped  to  France  by  the  French  steamer  line  ! — A.  I  have  no 
knowledge  on  the  subject,  excepting  general  rumor. 

Q.  Did  you  not  see  it  in  the  newspapers  ? — A.  That  arms  were  being 
shipped  to  France  T 

Q.  Yes. — ^A.  Certainly. 

By  Mr.  S awyeb  : 
Q.  Had  you  any  means  of  knowing  that  those  arms  were  arms  that 
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came  from  the  Oovernment,  or  arras  manufactared  by  American  mana- 
factiirera? — ^A.  None  whatever/  That  fact  was  never  brought  to  my 
attention. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  any  complaint  ever  made  to  you  by  Baron  Gerolt,  while  he 
was  Prussian  minister  here,  that  arms  had  been  sold  to  the  French  gov- 
ernment or  to  the  agents  of  the  French  government  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  any  complaint  as  to  the  conduct  of  our  Government  f — ^A.  No, 
sir.    I  had  an  interview  with  Baron  Gerolt,  however. 

Q.  State  the  substance  of  that  interview  and  when  it  took  place. — A. 
I  have  here  a  mepaorandum,  which  I  took  on  February  15, 1870 : 

"  On  the  evening  of  October  14, 1870,  (Friday,)  Baron  Gerolt  called  at 
my  residence.  I  was  absent  and  did  not  see  him.  On  the  morning  of 
October  15,  (Saturday,)  at  about  10  o'clock,  he  called  at  my  office;  stated 
to  me  that  he  understood  the  United  States  Government  were  selling  arms 
which  were  being  shipped  to  France ;  that  he  understood  that  bids  for 
arms  had  been  called  for,  which  bids  were  to  be  opened  at  12  o'clock 
that  day ;  that  he  had  some  friends  who  desired  to  purchase,  who  could 
not  present  their  bids  within  the  times  allowed,  and  asked  a  postpone- 
ment until  next  week,  in  order  that  they  might  bid  if  they  saw  proper. 
I  informed  him  that  this  Government  had  made  no  sales  of  arms  to 
France  or  to  French  agents,  and  would  not  while  the  war  existed;  that 
arms  had  been  sold  to  different  parties  in  this  country ;  that  he  was 
correct  as  to  the  bids  referred  to,  and  suggested  to  him  that  if  his  Mends 
desired  to  purchase  there  was  still  time  enough  for  them  to  file  their  bids 
before  the  hour  designated.  He  replied  that  the  parties  desired  to 
communicate  with  the  Prussian  government  and  ascertain  whether  that 
government  desired  to  purchase  arms,  and  that  there  would  not  be  suf- 
ficient time  to  obtain  a  reply.  I  answered  that  the  Department  would 
not  sell  arms  to.  the  Prussian  government.  He  stated  that  these  per- 
sons for  whom  he  spoke  were  not  agents  of  his  government,  but  desired 
to  hear  from  that  government  before  they  purchased.  I  then  suggested 
to  him  that  he  should  see  General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance,  who  could 
give  him  any  information  on  the  subject ;  and  the  interview  terminated." 

After  that  I  saw  General  Dyer  on  the  same  day,  and  went  with  Gen- 
eral Dyer  to  the  President  and  saw  him  on  the  subject,  and  the  sale 
was  postponed  until  the  ensuing  week. 

By  Mr.  SCHUEZ: 

Q.  Was  it  about  the  20th  when  the  sale  took  place  ? — A.  This  was 
the  15th,  and  I  think  the  20th  of  October  w^as  the  date  of  the  sale. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  knowledge,  if  any,  have  you  of  "any  member  of  the  Senate, 
or  any  other  American  citizen,  having  been  in  collusion  or  communica^ 
tion  with  the  government  or  authorities  of  any  foreign  power,  or  with 
any  agent  or  officer  thereof,  in  reference  to  said  matters  f" — A.  I  can 
answer,  in  reply  to  that  question,  that  Senator  Patterson  called  at  my 
office  and  desired  me  to  see  the  Marquis  De  Chambrun,  who  I  after- 
wards learned  was  the  attorney  of  the  French  government  I  saw  the 
Marquis  De  Chambrun  in  reference  to  the  sales  of  arms  on  the  27th  of 
December,  1871.  Senator  Patterson  asked  me  to  see  him ;  and  I  learned 
subsequently  that  he  was  the  attorney  of  the  French  government;  1 
saw  him. 

Q.  Did. he  tell  you  himself  that  he  was  the  attorney  of  that  govern- 
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ment?— A.  He  came  to  my  office  and  presented  me  a  letter  from  M.  de 
Bellonnet,  the  French  charg6,  of  which  I  have  here  the  original,  and  of 
which  the  following  is  a  translation : 

'•Leoation  op  France  to  the  United  States, 

"  Washington,  December  26, 1871. 

**  Marquis  :  The  President  having  been  pleased  to  permit  that  the 
accoonts  of  the  Ordnance  Department  should  be  confidentially  com- 
manicated  to  us,  in  order  that  we  might  study  certain  points  that  remain 
obscure  to  us  in  the  purchase  accounts  of  the  intermediaries  who  offered 
themselves  to  us,  I  beg  you  will  repair  to  the  War  Department  and 
make,  in  my  name,  the  investigations  needed  by  our  government.  Tou 
will  have  the  goodness  to  include  in  the  detailed  report  to  be  drawn  up 
for  me  all  the  items  to  which  I  have  already  more  than  once  called  your 
attention. 

*•  Receive,  I  beg,  sir,  the  assurance  of  my  marked  esteem. 

"H  de  BELLONNET, 

^'  Charge  pf  France.^ 

That  is  the  information  I  have  that  he  was  acting  as  attorney  for 
France. 

Q.  What  communication  was  made  by  you  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  t — ^A.  The  Secretary  of  State,  on  January  4,  1872,  wrote  me  a 
letter  stating  that,  by  request  of  Mr.  de  Bellonnet,  charge  of  France,  he 
transmitted  to  ine  a  copy  of  the  letter  from  Mr.  Eemington  to  Mr.  Le 
Cesne,' president  of  the  commission  of  armament  at  Tours;  a  copy  of 
3rr.  de  Bellonnet's  note  was  inclosed.  In  reply,  I  wrote  the  Secretary  of 
State  as  follows: 

"War  Department, 
"  Washington  City,  January  19, 1872. 

"  Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  a  note  from 
you  of  the  4th  instant,  inclosing,  by  request  of  M.  de  Bellonnet,  charg6 
d'affaires  of  France,  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kemingtou  to  the 
president  of  the  commission  of  armament  at  Tours,  containing  a  series 
of  allegations  in  regard  to  tbe  purchase  of  arms,  &c. 

"  The  first  of  these  allegations,  which  seem  to  require  specific  replies, 
is: 

"  *  Cartridges  for  these  40,000  will,  in  a  great  measure,  require  to  be 
made,  as  the  Grovernment  have  but  about  3,000,000  on  hand.  But  the 
Government  has  consented  to  allow  the  requisite  number,  400  for  each 
gun,  to  be  made,  and  the  cartridge-works  have  orders  (given  yesterday) 
to  increase  production  to  the  full  capacity  of  the  works. 

"  *Thi8  question  of,  making  the  cartridges  at  the  Government's  works 
Tras  a  difficult  one  to  get  over,  hut  it  is  done? 

^^  In  reply  to  that  allegation,  I  have  to  say  that,  on  the  13th  of  Decem- 
ber, 1870,  cartridges  necessary  to  supply  about  200  rounds  per  gun  to 
the  model  1866,  breech-loaders,  sold  Thomas  Eichardson,  were  ordered 
to  be  manufactured  at  the  Frankford  arsenal,  and  this  number  of  car- 
tridges was  necessary  to  effect  the  sale  of  arms.  The  Messrs.  Beming- 
ton  &  Sons  did  not  buy  any  arms  or  ammunition  from  this  Department 
after  about  the  middle  of  October,  1870,  nor  would  any  bid  from  them 
for  such  articles  have  been  entertained  by  the  United  States  subsequent 
to  that  date. 

^<  To  the  second  prominent  allegation,  which  is  contained  in  the  paper. 


12  SALE  OF  ARAIS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT. 

purporting  to.be  a  copy  of  a  telegram  from  Squire  to  Remington, 
and  which  is  herewith  returned,  I  have  the  honor  to  reply  that  this  De- 
partment has  no  knowledge  of  any  influence  exerted  in  favor  of  or  for 
the  success  of  any  transaction  between  the  United  States  and  Mr. 
Squire,  for  himself  or  Messrs.  Remington  and  Sons. 
'*  Very  respectfully,  &c., 

"WM.  W.  BELKNAP, 

"  Secretary  of  War. 
"  The  Honorable  Secretary  op  State." 

Q.  Have  j^ou  or  has  your  Department  furnished  a  copy  of  that  letter 
to  any  person ;  and,  if  so,  to  whom  ? — A.  I  never  furnished  a  copy  of  it 
to  any  person,  excepting  to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures  of  the  War 
Department  of  the  House  of  Representatives  when  I  was  examined 
there  the  other  day. 

Q.  What  day  were  you  examined  there  f — A.  The  29th  of  February, 
1872.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  having  repeated  the  contents  of  that  let- 
ter in  the  presence  of  any  person,  excepting  pei^sons  to  whom  I  could 
properly  repeat  it  in  my  office,  persons  connected  with  the  Department. 
When  I  received  this  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  I  sent  it  to  the 
Ordnance  Department  for  a  report,  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  being  the 
proper  officer  to  inform  me  in  reference  to  matters  of  detail.  It  was 
returned  to  me  with  his  indorsement,  and  from  that  indorsement  my 
letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State  was  mainly  made.  It  is  possible  that  in 
the  presence  of  some  person  I  may  have  read  that  indorsement.  It  was 
stated  in  a  paper  that  I  had  read  this  letter  in  the  presence  of  a  mem- 
ber of  Congress  from  Kentucky.  I  asked  one  of  the  correspondents  of 
that  paper  who  the  member  of  Congress  from  Kentucky  was.  He 
informed  me  Mr.  Beck.  I  asked  Mr.  Beck,  and  he  told  me  he  had  never 
heard  it. 

By  Mr.  Cabpenteb  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  itt — A.  Looking  over  the  flies  of 
the.  office  to  see  what  member  of  Congress  was  there  about  that  time,  I 
saw  that  Mr.  McHenry  was  there  about  the  16th  of  January.  Yester- 
day I  saw  him,  and  he  informed  me  that  he  knew  nothing  of  it. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  Have  you  the  indorsement  of  the  Ordnance  Department  here  ! — 
A.  Here  is  the  original. 

Q.  Please  read  that  indorsement. — A.  It  was  mainly  reproduced  in  my 
letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  which  I  have  just  read. 

"  Oednanoe  Office,  January  16, 1872. 

"  Respectfully  returned  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  only  allegations 
which  appeared  to  require  replies  are  the  following,  viz : 

^<  1st.  That  in  Mr.  Remington's  letter  referred  to,  (December  13, 1870, 
which  is  marked  A,)  to  which  I  have  the  honor  to  reply,  that  on  the 
13th  of  December,  1870,  cartridges  necessary  to  supply  about  two  hun- 
dred rounds  per  gun  to  the  model  1866,  breech-loaders,  sold  Thomas 
Richardson,  were  ordered  to  be  manufactured  at  the  Frankford  arsenal, 
and  this  number  of  cartridges  was  necessary  to  effect  the  sale  of  the 
arms.  The  Messrs.  Remington  &  Qons  did  not  buy  any  arms  or  ammu- 
nition from  this  Bureau  after  about  the  middle  of  October,  1870,  nor 
would  any  bid  from  them  for  such  articles  have  been  entertained  by  the 
United  States  subsequent  to  that  date. 
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"2d.  That  in  the  paper  purporting  to  be  a  copy  of  a  telegram  from 
Squire  to  Itemington,  (which  is  marked  B,)  to  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  reply  that  this  Bureau  has  no  knowledge  of  any  influence  exerted  in 
faTor  of  or  for  the  success  of  any  transaction  between  the  United  States 
and  Mr.  Squire,  for  himself  or  Messrs.  Eemington  &  Sons. 

"  S.  Y.  BENfiT, 
"  Major  of  OrdnancCj  in  charged 

The  letter  of  the  State  Department  I  referred  to  the  ordnance  officer, 
who  made  that  reply.  From  that  my  reply  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  made  up. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  to  the  committee  the  amount  received  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  the  amount  paid  to  the  Treasury  Department  for  sales  of 
arms  during  the  period  of  time  covered  by  this  investigation. — A.  The 
amount  realized  from  the^e  sales  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 1871,  was 
$9,748,942  13;  $9,409,307  m  of  this  amount  has  been  deposited  in  the 
Treasury,  as  per  certificates  of  deposit  on  file  with  the  officers'  accounts. 
About  $120,000  were  reported  in  the  hands  of  disbursing  of&cers  on  the 
30th  June,  1871,  and  the  balance  has  been  expended  in  preparing 
stores  for  sale.  In  my  examination  before  the  House  committee,  a  few 
days  ago,  I  stated  that  there  had  been  deposited  in  the  Treasury 
$9,409,^6  80,  a  difference  between  the  statement  made  then  and  the 
statement  made  to-day  of  $70  80.  I  learned  of  that  difference  this 
morning,  and  it  is  a  deposit  made  by  F.  Whyte,  ordnance  storekeeper, 
July  28, 1870,  and  was  overlooked  in  making  the  addition.  As  these 
two  statements  of  mine  would  be  compared,  although  it  is  a  small 
amoutit,  $70  80, 1  wished  to  explain  it. 

Margins  varying  from  5  to  20  percent.,  mostly  20  per  cent.,  on  heavy 
transactions,  to  secure  the  United  States  from  losing  saliBs,  were  re- 
quired as  soon  as  possible  after  the  date  of  agreement  to  sell,  and  put 
into  the  hands  of  the  Government  agent  authorized  to  close  the  sale. 
These  margins  and  the  full  amounts  of  sales  were  principally  paid  at 
New  York  during  the  French-German  war.    The  full  amounts  were  re- 
ceived by  the  agent  conducting  the  business,  and  invariably  prior  to 
the  delivery  and  transfer  of  stores  to  the  purchaser  or  his  order.    The 
payments  were  in  almost  every  case  made  by  certified  or  cashier's  checks. 
These  checks  were  not  cashed,  but  were  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the 
officer  making  the  sales,  at  the  Assistant  United  States  Treasury,  shortly 
after  the  receipt,  the  depositing  officer  receiving  a  certificate  of  deposit. 
The  money  so  accumulating  was  from  time  to  time  turned  over  by  check 
of  the  officer  credited  with  the  money,  drawn  against  the  assistant 
treasurer,  and  in  favor  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States.    Certifi- 
cates of  deposit  in  triplicate  to  the  amount  so  turned  over  were  given, 
and  the  original  sent  forward  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  where  they 
were  examined  with  the  abstract  of  sales,  and  sent  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  through  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  be  covered  in  and  passed 
to  the  credit  of  the  officer  and  the  appropriation  on  the  books  of  the 
Treasury. 
On  page  11  of  my  last  annual  report  I  stated : 

^^  During  the  fiscal  year  small-arms  and  ordnance  stores  to 
the  amount  of  $10,000,000  have  been  sold  and  the  entire  proceeds, 
except  a  small  sum  retained  to  meet  the  expenses  of  preparing  other 
stores  for  sale,  have  passed  into  the  Treasury  beyond  the  control  of  this 
Department.'' 
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The  amoant  paid  in  was  $9,409,000,  as  stated.  The  statement  in  my 
report  was  $10,000,000,  being  in  round  numbers. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  May  I  ask  you  how  the  accounts  stood  at  the  close  of  the  fiscal 
year;  whether  all  these  payments  had  already  been  made,  or  whether 
they  had  all  been  accounted  for  on  the  books  o'f  the  Treasury  at  that 
time! — A.  They  had  been  at  the  time  of  making  my  report,  and,  I 
presume,  had  been  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  The  question  is  whether  the  payments  had  been 
made  to  the  Treasury  Department  so  as  to  appear  on  their  books 
during  that  fiscal  year  ! 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  That  is  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  So  that,  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year,  the  Treasury 
books  should  have  shown  the  amount  received. 

The  Witness.  I  know  that  the  War  Department  did  its  part  of  the 
work.  I  cannot  speak  for  the  Treasury  Depdrrtment  I  do  not  know 
enough  about  the  books  of  the  Treasury  to  know  what  their  books 
would  show.    That  is  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  answer. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  But  you  know  the  payments  were  made  during  the  fiscal  year  f 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  To  explain  my  question — a  misapprehension  arises  from  there  being 
an  item  in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War  for  ordnance  stores  sold, 
seven  or  eight  millions  and  so  many  hundred  thousand  dollars.  Was 
that  to  account  for  the  money  turned  into  the  Treasury  on  account  of 
those  ordnance  stores  sold  I — A.  I  never  understood  how  that  discrep- 
ancy appealed.    1  do  not  know  what  the  discrepancy  is  that  is  charged. 

Q.  My  question  is  whether  the  amount  turned  over  by  the  War  De- 
partment appears  in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  com- 
pared with  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War  f — A.  I  cannot  tell.  I 
have  not  examined  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The 
amount  I  have  stated  comes  down  to  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year,  June 
30, 1871.  The  amount  of  sales  of  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  from 
July  1, 1870,  to  January  1, 1872,  six  months  longer,  was  $10,312,456  24. 
AU  this  amount  has  been  turned  into  the  Treasury,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  $99,318  24  still  in  the  hands  of  disbursing  ofiicers,  being 
partly  the  result  of  incomplete  sales  and  amounts  retained  to  pay  the 
expenses  attending  the  preparation  of  stores  for  sale  as  provided  by  law. 
That  memorandum  was  made  for  me  January  27, 1872.  That  answer 
embraces  January  27,  a  month  ago. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge,  or  has*  it  come  to  you  offi- 
cially or  in  any  other  form,  than  any  officer  connected  with  the  War  De- 
partment or  with  the  Government  of  the  United  States  ever  received  a 
cent  more  in  consequence  of  the  sale  of  these  arms  than  the  amouQt 
which  is  accounted  for  here  and  paid  into  the  Treasury  f — A.  !Never. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  understand  the  sales  of  arms  for  the  year  preceding  were  made 
precisely  as  they  were  made  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1871. 
^ow,  I  ask  whether  from  any  quarter  there  had  been  any  complaint 
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made  to  the  Department,  or  whether  the  Secretary  ever  knew  or  heard 
of  any  complaint  in  relation  to  previous  sales  ? — A.  Ko,  sir. 

By  Mr.  HARLAN : 

Q.  Id  relation  to  the  price  of  arms,  did  the  Department  fix  any  mini- 
mum at  any  time  below  which  sales  should  not  be  made  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ; 
the  Ordnance  Office  did. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  No  sales  were  made  under  that  minimum? — A.  None. 
Q.  All  were  at  that  price  or  above  1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Harlan. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  Mr.  Patterson  having  called  at  the  War  Department 
and  requesting  an  interview  with  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  t— A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  he  explain  the  object  of  the  interview  he  sought  f — A.  Yes, 
sir;  I  am  ready  to  go  into  that,  but  it  will  take  a  little  time. 

The  Chairman.  Leave  it  for  another  time.  We  can  take  up  that 
subject  hereafter  when  you  shall  be  again  called. 


Washington,  March  8, 1872. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer  sworn  and  examined. 

♦ 

By'the  Chairman  : 

Question.  The  first  clause  of  the  resolution  appointing  this  commit- 
tee directs  us  to  investigate  ^'  all  sales  of  ordnance  stores  made  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  during  the  fisca)  year  ending  June  30, 
1871.'  As  you  were  Chief  of  Ordnance  during  that  time,  can  you  state 
to  the  committee  the  amount  of  sales  during  that  time  t — ^Answer.  1 
cannot  without  referring  to  the  books  of  the  office.  I  had  prepared,  by 
direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  in  the  office,  a  list  of  all  sales  or 
nearly  all — ^there  were  three  or  four  minor  sales  not  included — made  be- 
tween the  close  of  the  war  and  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  1871.  This 
hst  I  have  in  my  possession  now.  (Ex.  Doc.  Xo.  89,  House  Rep's,  42d 
Cong.,  2d  sess.) 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  that  is  the  same  list  presented  to  us  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  yesterday  f — A.  It  is -the  same. 

Q.  Does  that  state  the  amount  of  sales  during  the  year  ending  June 
30, 1871 1 — A.  Here  is  a  list  of  sales  during  that  year. 

Q.  Give  the  amount. — A.  It  is  not  from  the  list  the  Secretary  had,  but 
a  different  list    The  amount  received  from  sales  was  $9,748,942.13. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  the  full  amount  was  paid  into  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  ! — A.  I  do  not  of  my  personal  knowledge. 
I  have  here  a  stsitement  showing  that  the  amount  turned  in  was 
$9,409,307.66.  The  amount  of  certificates  of  deposit  into  the  Treasury 
for  that  year  is  $9,409,307.66. 

Q.  For  that  amount  do  you  hold  the  receipts  of  the  Treasury ! — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  the  list  which  you  present  show  the  persons  to  whom  the 
sales  were  made  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  We  are  directed  to  inquire  into  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
sales  were  made.  State  to  the  committee  whether  you  had  interviews 
rith  the  Secretary  of  War  in  relation  to  these  sales. — A.  I  had  in 
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them  by  increasiiig  or  decreasing  them,  but  the  minimam  prices  were 
always  put  down.  I  say  always;  sometimes  we  had  sales  in  which 
there  were  no  lioiits,  but  we  allowed  the  article  to  go  at  whatever  price  it 
woald  bring.  Those  were  articles  that  we  did  not  consider  it  advisable 
to  keex>  ^^  hand. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Who  was  the  officer  in  Kew  York  who  made  these  sales! — A. 
Major  Crispin. 

By  Mr.  Hablan  : 

Q.  How  did  yon  arrive  at  the  minimum  price  below  which  the  arms 
ought  not  to  be  sold;  in  what  way  did  you  make  up  your  jadgment! — 
A.  This  officer  was  regularly  engaged  in  the  business  at  New  York. 
He  was  conversant  with  the  prices  of  the  trade,  and,  with  his  advice  to 
assist  me,  I  made  up  what  I  conceived  to  be  the  lowest  prices  at  which 
the  articles  should  be  sold. 

By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  any  or  all  the  published  advertisements  f — A. 
Tes,  sir. 

[Producing  a  book  with  a  number  of  advertisements  pasted  on  the 
pages.] 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  a  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of  War 
in  relation  to  the  telegram  to  Squire  t — ^A.  I  do. 

Q.  What  direction  did  the  Secretary  of  War  give  you  in  that  inter- 
view t — A.  Some  bids  yrere  to  be  opened  on  a  particular  day  for  a  large 
number  of  muskets.    Just  before  the  time  for  opening  the*  bids,  Mr. 
Squire  produced  'a  telegram  and  handed  it  to  me  to  read.    It  was  a 
telegram  from  a  member  of  the  house  of  E.  Bemington  &  Sons,  (I  think 
it  was  from  Philo  Bemington,)  in  which  he  stated  that  Mr.  E.  Beming- 
ton had  admitted  that  he  was  an  agent  of  the  French  government,  or 
words  equivalent  to  that.    This  was  just  before  the  time  for  the  bids  to 
be  opened.    I  said  to  Mr.  Squire  that  I  could  do  nothing  in  regard  to 
the  sale  until  I  saw  the  Secretary,  as  his  showing  me  that  telegram  had 
changed  the  question  very  much,  and  1  could  not  act  until  the.  Secretary 
saw  fiiat  telegram.    I  sent  my  cnief  clerk  over  to  the  War  Department 
with  that  telegram  and  a  note  to  the  Secretary,  stating  that  I  should 
take  no  action  until  I  saw  him.    The  Secretary  was  not  in  his  office,  and 
Mr.  Keller,  the  chief  clerk,  when  he  came  back  told  me  that  he  had 
found  him  at  the  General  Post-Office.    When  the  Secretary  returned, 
which  "was,  I  think,  perhaps  about  2  o'clock,  I  went  over  and  saw  him 
with  this  dispatch  ]  told  him  that  I  had  suspended  the  sale.    He  said 
that  I  was  right,  and  he  gave  me  instructions  then  not  to  sell  to  Mr. 
Bemington,  or  to  the  agent  of  any  belligerent;  and  said  that  as  he 
knew  from  Mr.  Eemington's  dispatch  that  he  was  the  agent  of  the 
French  government,  he  would  not  recognize  him  as  a  person  from  whom 
to  receive  bids.    The  sale  was  postponed  then. 

By  Mr.  Caepentee  : 

^  ^Q-  What  day  was  that !— A.  I  believe  it  was  the  13th  of  October, 
1870.  ^ 

By  the  Chairman  : 
A  S^  ^ere  any  other  arms  sold  to  Bemington  &  Sons  after  that  day  f— 
-A^.  X  think  not.    I  am  not  aware  that  any  were. 

By  Mr.  Cabpenter  : 
Q-  Please  look  at  the  list  the  Secretary  of  War  gave  us,  on  which  he 
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has  put  another  colamn  giving  the  date  of  aathority  of  sale.  Are  there 
any  sales  on  that  list  to  Bemington  &  Sons  subsequent  to  the  13th  of 
October,  1870  f— A.  I  see  a  sale  there  October  the  12th  i^nd  13th. 

Q.  Where  were  these  sales  in  fact  effected,  here  or  in  Kew  York  t-^ 
A.  They  were  effected  in  the  Ordnance  Office  in  Washington. 

Q.  One  on  the  12th  and  one  on  the  13th  I— A.  It  appears  so. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  those  sales  effected  before  or  after  knowledge  of  the  Squire 
telegram!— A.  That  on  the  12th  must,  from  its  date,  have  been  before. 
I  hare  not  i>er8onal  recollection  of  it.  That  on  the  13th  was  the  same 
day  that  I  showed  Squire's  dispatch  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  Secretary  ordered  the  sale  of  the  13th  before  he  saw 
the  Squire  dispatch,  because  I  recollect  seeing  the  Secretary  for  the 
first  time  after  he  came  back  from  the  post-office,  where  he  was  when  I 
sent  him  the  dispatch ;  and  I  went  over  to  see  him ;  and  I  took  no 
papers  to  him  then,  so  that  I  am  satisfied  that  he  must  have  ordered 
the  sale  before. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  As  I  nnderstand  you,  after  you  first  saw  that  telegram  you  refused 
to  proceed  any  further  with  the  sale  of  arms  until  you  had  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  Secretary  of  War  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  That  you  saw  the  Secretary  of  War  and  he  instructed  you  to  sell 
no  more  to  Remington  &  Sons  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  after  that  sell  any  to  Bemington  &  Sons  f — A.  Kot  that 
I  can  recoHect  of. 

Q.  Would  you  not  recollect  it  if  you  had  ! — A,  I  think  I  should.  I 
hare  no  recollection  of  it. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson. 

Q.  What  time  in  the  day  did  you  see  that  dispatch  f — A.  I  saw  that 
dispatch  near  about  noon.  I  think  it  was  just  a  few  minutes  before 
1  was  going  to  open  the  bids. 

Q.  Had  the  sale  which  is  reported  to  have  been  made  on  that  day 
been  madd  before  you  saw  that  dispatch  T — A.  I  presume  it  had  been. 

By  Mr.  SCHTJRZ : 

Q.  Are  yoa  sure  t — A.  I  do  not  recollect  having  seen  any  more  of  it 
after. 

Q.  What  is  the  formality  of  the  conclusion  of  a  sale  of  that  kind ;  is 
it  the  paying  over  of  the  money  t — A.  Ko ;  I  consider  that  when  I  am 
aatborized  to  sell  to  a  particular  man,  that  concludes  the  sale^though 
he  does  not  get  the  property  till  afterward. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  ne  agrees  to  take  the  goods  at  a  certain  price,  and  you  promise 
that  he  shall  have  them  at  that  price  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  then  write  to  the 
officer  in  New  York,  if  the  arms  are  there,  or  the  sale  passes  through 
him,  and  tell  him  these  arms  have  been  sold  to  this  man. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Turning  to  that  list,  to  the  entry  of  the  sale  of  the  13th  of  Octo- 
ber, does  that  mean  that  the  contract  was  closed  on  the  13th  of  Octo- 
ber, or  does  it  mean  that  on  the  13th  of  October  the  trade  was  consum- 
mated by  delivery  and  payment  ? — A.  Not  by  delivery  and  payment ;  it 
is  merely  that  I  had  concluded  the  contract  with  him. 
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them  by  increasing  or  decreasing  them,  but  the  minimum  prices  were 
always  pat  down.  I  say  always;  sometimes  we  had  sales  in  which 
there  were  no  liD)its,  bat  we  allowed  the  article  to  go  at  whatever  price  it 
would  bring.  Those  were  articles  that  we  did  not  consider  it  advisable 
to  keex)  on  hand. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Who  was  the  officer  in  New  York  who  made  these  sales! — A. 
Major  Crispin. 

By  Mr.  Hablan  : 

Q.  How  did  you  arrive  at  the  minimum  price  below  which  the  arms 
ought  not  to  be  sold;  in  what  way  did  you  make  up  your  judgment  I — 
A.  This  officer  was  regularly  engaged  in  the  business  at  New  York. 
He  was  conversant  with  the  prices  of  the  trade,  and,  with  his  advice  to 
assist  me,  I  made  up  what  I  conceived  to  be  the  lowest  prices  at  which 
the  articles  should  be  sold. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  any  or  all  the  published  advertisements  t — ^A. 
Yes,  sir. 

[Producing  a  book  with  a  number  of  advertisements  pasted  on  the 
pages.] 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  a  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of  War 
in  relation  to  the  telegram  to  Squire  t — A.  I  do. 

Q.  What  direction  did  the  Secretary  of  War  give  you  in  that  inter- 
view t — A.  Some  bids  yrere  to  be  opened  on  a  particular  day  for  a  large 
number  of  muskets.  Just  before  the  time  for  opening  the*  bids,  Mr. 
Squire  produced  'a  telegram  and  handed  it  to  me  to  read.  It  was  a 
telegram  from  a  member  of  the  house  of  E.  Bemington  &  Sk>ns,  (I  think 
it  was  from  Philo  Bemington,)  in  which  he  stated  that  Mr.  E.  Beming- 
ton had  admitted  that  he  was  an  agent  of  the  French  government,  or 
words  equivalent  to  that.  This  was  just  before  the  time  for  the  bids  to 
be  opened.  I  said  to  Mr.  Squire  that  I  could  do  nothing  in  regard  to 
the  sale  until  I  saw  the  Secretary,  as  his  showing  me  that  telegram  had 
changed  the  question  very  much,  and  1  could  not  act  until  the.  Secretary 
saw  that  telegram.  I  sent  my  chief  clerk  over  to  the  War  Department 
with  that  telegram  and  a  note  to  the  Secretary,  stating  that  I  should 
take  no  action  until  I  saw  him.  The  Secretary  was  not  in  his  office,  and 
Mr.  Keller,  the  chief  clerk,  when  he  came  back  told  me  that  he  had 
found  him  at  the  General  Post-Office.  When  the  Secretary  returned, 
which  was,  I  think,  perhaps  about  2  o'clock,  I  went  over  and  saw  him 
with  this  dispatch^  told  him  that  I  had  suspended  the  sale.  He  said 
that  I  was  right,  and  he  gave  me  instructions  then  not  to  sell  to  'hlr. 
Bemington,  or  to  the^  agent  of  any  belligerent ;  and  said  that  as  he 
knew  from  Mr.  Bemington's  dispatch  that  he  was  the  agent  of  the 
French  government,  he  would  not  recognize  him  as  a  person  from  whom 
to  receive  bids.    The  sale  was  postponed  then. 

By  Mr.  Oabpenteb  : 

Q.  What  day  was  that ! — A.  I  believe  it  was  the  13th  of  October, 
1870. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  any  other  arms  sold  to  Bemington  &  Sons  after  that  day  T — 
A.  I  think  not.    I  am  not  aware  that  any  were. 

By  Mr.  Cabpenteb  : 

Q.  Please  look  at  the  list  the  Secretary  of  War  gave  us,  on  which  he 
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lias  put  another  colamn  giving  the  date  of  aatbority  of  sale.  Are  there 
any  sales  on  that  list  to  Bemington  &  Sons  subsequent  to  the  13th  of 
October,  1870  f — ^A.  I  see  a  sale  there  October  the  12th  i^nd  13th. 

Q.  Where  were  these  sales  in  fact  effected,  here  or  in  Kew  York  t-^ 
A.  They  were  effected  in  the  Ordnance  Office  in  Washington. 

Q.  One  on  the  12th  and  one  on  the  13th  I— A.  It  apx)ears  so. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  those  sales  effected  before  or  after  knowledge  of  the  Squire 
telegram  T— A.  That  on  the  12th  must,  from  its  date,  have  been  before. 
1  hare  not  personal  recollection  of  it.  That  on  the  13th  was  the  same 
day  that  I  showed  Squire's  dispatch  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  Secretary  ordered  the  sale  of  the  13th  before  he  saw 
the  Squire  dispatch,  because  I  recollect  seeing  the  Secretary  for  the 
first  time  after  he  came  back  from  the  post-office,  where  he  was  when  I 
sent  him  the  dispatch ;  and  I  went  over  to  see  him ;  and  I  took  no 
papers  to  him  then,  so  that  I  am  satisfied  that  he  must  have  ordered 
the  sale  before. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  As  I  understand  you,  after  you  first  saw  that  telegram  you  refused 
to  proceed  any  further  with  the  sale  of  arms  until  you  had  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  Secretary  of  War  t — A.  I  did. 

Q«  That  you  saw  the  Secretary  of  War  and  he  instructed  you  to  sell 
no  more  to  Remington  &  Sons  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  after  that  sell  any  to  Bemington  &  Sons  T — A.  Kot  that 
I  can  recoHect  of. 

Q.  Would  you  not  recollect  it  if  you  had  ? — A.  I  think  I  should.  I 
have  no  recollection  of  it. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson. 

Q.  What  time  in  the  day  did  you  see  that  dispatch  ? — A.  I  saw  that 
dispatch  ne^r  about  noon.  I  think  it  was  just  a  few  minutes  before 
1  was  going  to  open  the  bids. 

Q.  Had  tbe  sale  which  is  reported  to  have  been  made  on  that  day 
been  madd  before  you  saw  that  dispatch  f — A.  I  presume  it  had  been. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Are  yoa  sure  t — A.  I  do  not  recollect  having  seen  any  more  of  it 
after. 

Q.  What  is  the  formality  of  the  conclusion  of  a  sale  of  that  kind ;  is 
it  the  paying  over  of  the  money  t — ^A.  Ko ;  I  consider  that  when  I  am 
authorized  to  sell  to  a  particular  man,  that  concludes  the  sale^though 
lie  does  not  get  the  property  till  afterward. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  lie  agrees  to  take  the  goods  at  a  certain  price,  and  you  promise 
that  he  shall  have  them  at  that  price  T — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  I  then  write  to  the 
officer  in  New  York,  if  the  arms  are  there,  or  the  sale  passes  through 
him,  and  teU  him  these  arms  have  been  sold  to  this  man. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Taming  to  that  list,  to  the  entry  of  the  sale  of  th^  13th  of  Goto* 
ber,  does  that  mean  that  the  contract  was  closed  on  the  13th  of  Octo- 
ber, or  does  it  mean  that  on  the  13th  of  October  the  trade  was  consum- 
mated by  delivery  and  payment ! — A.  Not  by  delivery  and  payment ;  it 
ia  merely  that  I  had  concluded  the  contract  with  him. 
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By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Delivery  and  payment  took  place  afterward,  then  ¥ — A.  Payment 
would  take  place  afterward ;  after  they  were  delivered. 
Q.  Do  you  know  when  these  arms  were  delivered  ! — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 
Q.  Will  your  books  show  ? — A.  The  books  will  show. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  As  I  understand,  it  turned  out,  according  to  Bemington's  own 
admission,  or  the  admission  of  his  agent,  that  Remington  was  a  French 
agent.  That  same  day  a  contract  was  agreed  upon  for  the  sale  of  a 
certain  lot  of  arms,  and  the  arms  were,  afterwards  delivered.  The  rule 
was  laid  down  that  no  arms  should  be  sold  to  the  agent  of  a  belligerent 
party.  Did  it  not  occur  to  you  that  in  order  to  observe  that  rule  tiiose 
arms  ought  not  to  have  been  delivered  f — ^A.  It  did  not ;  I  considered 
that  the  sale  had  been  concluded. 

Q.  Was  any  attempt  made  to  undo  that  agreement  or  contract  in  any 
way  f — A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it,  and  do  not  believe  there  was. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  of  ascertaining  whether  that  contract  was 
concluded  on  the  13th  of  October,  before  or  after  you  saw  that  dis- 
P9>tch  f — A.  I  presume  that  the  contract  was  concluded  before  I  saw  the 
dispatch,  and  before  the  Secretary  of  War  gave  any  instructions.  Con- 
sidering the  conclusion  of  the  contract  to  be  the  agreement  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States  to  give  Bemington  the  arms,  the  arms  could  not  have 
been  ddivered  until  subsequently ;  they  were  in  New  York,  and  he  had 
to  receive  them  there. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  The  arms  were  delivered  by  order  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  ? — A. 
By  order  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau. 
Q.  Subsequently  f — A.  The  arms  were  delivered  subsequently. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  With  whom  did  you  contract,  and  where,  on  tl^t  13th  day  of 
October,  for  these  arms  f  Who  was  the  person  here  representing  Bem- 
ington &  Sons  ? — A.  Squire  was  here  on  that  day,  and  I  presume  it  was 
with  him. 

Q.  Where  was  the  contract  made! — A.  In  the  Ordnance  Office,  and 
it  was  made  in  this  way :  I  wrote  the  order  and  sent  it  to  the  officer  in 
New  York  to  deliver  those  arms. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Notifying  Mr.  Squire  of  that  fact  at  the  time  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  Mr. 
Squire  was  notified  of  it  at  that  time. 

By  Mr.  SOHURZ : 

Q.  Was  he  notified  of  it  here  on  the  spot ! — A.  lie  was  here  on  that 
day  and  was  notified.    Then  my  order  went  to  New  York. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  time  of  the  day  he  was  notified  ! — A.  I  do 
not. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  After  seeing  that  telegram,  would  you  have  made  the  sale  to 
Squire  ? — A.  No  j  I  would  not. 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  After  you  saw  the  Squire  telegram  did  you  contract  to  sell  any 
arms  whatever  to  Remington  &  Sons  on  that  day  ? — A.  I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  ever  having  done  any  such  thing. 

Q.  Would  you  not,  under  the  circumstances,  after  you  saw  that  tele- 
pxam,  if  you  had  done  it,  have  recollected  it? — A.  I  should  think  so.  I 
do  not  believe  I  did. 

By  the  Chairman  :  • 

Q.  It  would  have  been  in  direct  violation  of  the  instnictions  given  by 
the  Secretary,  would  it  not  ? — A.  It  would  have  been. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Squire  between  the  time  you  received  that  tele- 
gram and  the  time  when  you  saw  the  Secretary  of  War! — ^A.  Mr.  Squire 
was  in  my  office  and  handed  me  the  telegram,  and  he  remained  in  the 
office  some  time,  and  I  am  inclined  to  think  Mr.  Squire  was  in  my  office 
after  I  came  back  from  seeing  the  Secretary  of  War. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  at  that  time  inform  him  of  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 
of  War ! — A.  I  did,  when  I  returned  to  my  ofQce. 

By  Mr.  SCHtJRZ : 

Q.  Did  any  transactions  take  place  between  you  and  Mr.  Squire  after 
he  had  shown  you  that  telegram ! — A.  None  whatever,  I  think. 

By  Mr.  Logan  : 

Q.  These  arms,  I  understand  you,  were  in  New  York  at  the  time  you 
made  this  contract  of  sale? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  to  give  directions  by  order  from  your  office,  as  I  under- 
stand, to  the  officer  in  charge  at  New  York  to  deliver  the  arms  ! — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  order  for  the  delivery  of  the  arms  given  aftftr  you  had 
seen  this  telegram  t — A.  I  cannot  say  positively;  but  I  say  that  I  be- 
lieve the  order  went  from  my  office  before  I  saw  the  telegram,  and  cer- 
tainly before  1  received  the  instructions. 

Q.  In  what  manner  did  you  send  the  order,  by  telegraph  or  by  com- 
muuication  in  writing? — ^A.  My  clerk  says  it  was  by  letter.  I  have  no 
recollection  of  it  myself. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  If  by  letter,  you  would  have  a  copy  of  that  letter  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Which  can  be  furnished  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  LoGAN : 

Q.  After  you  had  given  that  direction  by  letter  to  New  York  did  you 
take  any  steps  to  prevent  the  delivery  of  those  arms  ? — A.  I  am  sure  I 
did  not. 

Q.  Was  the  money  paid  to  you  for  the  arms! — A.  No  money  was 
paid  to  me  at  all. 

Q.  Where  was  the  money  paid  ! — A.  The  money  was  paid  in  New 
York  and  to  Major  Crispin. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 
Q.  Do  you  recollect  when  the  arms  were  delivered  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  CARPENTER ! 

Q.  Your  books  will  show  that  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  Mr,  Ames  : 

Q.  Did  yoa  give  a  copy  of  that  letter  to  Sqaire  that  same  morning, 
.or  notify  him  of  the  closing  of  thB  contract! — A.  I  notified  him.  I  do 
not  know  that  I  gave  him  a  copy  of  the  letter, 

Q,  Yon  notified  him  at  that  time  ! — ^A.  At  that  time,  and  Major  Cris- 
pin was  advised  that  the  sale  had  been  made. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  Was  any  part  of  the  purchase-price  advanced  before  the  sale  was 
consummated  f — A.  It  was  a  rule  at  that  time  in  making  sales  to  re- 
quire a  margin  of  20  per  cent,  to  be  put  up  at  once.  It  would  take  a 
little  while  to  deliver  goods,  sometimes  one,  two,  three,  or  four  days,  or 
a  week  or  ten  days.  I  required,  immediately  upon  the  conclusion  of 
the  sale,  that  20  x>er  cent,  of  the  purchase-money  should  be  put  up. 

By  Mr.  SoHURZ : 

Q.  Did  Squire  pay  you  that  money  that  same  morning  ? — A.  He  paid 
me  no  money.    He  paid  it  to  Major  Crispin. 

Q.  Subsequently  I — ^A.  Yes.  When  I  notified  him  that  the  sale  was 
made  to  Squire  at  this  price,  he  then  immediately  put  up  the  margin. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  money  was  not  paid  to  you  in  any  case,  but  paid  to  the  ofiicer 
who  delivered  the  arms  in  all  cases  f — ^A.  Yes.  sir. 

Q.  Did  the  purchasers  understand,  or  not,  tnat  there  was  to  be  20  per 
cent,  paid  ? — A.  They  understood  that  there  must  be  20  per  cent.  paid. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  the  Secretary  of  War  ordered  the  sales  to  be 
stopped  in  January,  and  again  resumed  in  April,  1871  ? — A.  I  recollect 
that  some  time  about  January  the  sales  were  stopped ;  and  they  were 
resumed  subsequently,  I  think  in  April. 

'Q.  Between  those  two  periods  of  time  you  will  find  on  this  schedule 
that  there  were  some  slight  sales.  Can  you  explain  how  those  sales 
came  to  be.made  t — ^A.  I  think  I  can.  They  were  made  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  War  in  all  cases.  They  were  articles  of  minor 
importance,  such  materials  as  would  not  be  apt  to  go  out  of  the  country 
and  fall  into  the  hands  of  either  of  the  belligerents. 

By  Mr.  Sghubz  : 

Q.  In  February  there  were  sold  to  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  ISO  ten- 
pounder  Parrott  guns;  and  in  March,  to  C.  K.  Garrison,  120  ten- 
pounder  Parrott  guns,  and  120  ten-pounder  carriages  and  limbers, 
cleaned  and  repaired,  and  120  ten-pounder  caissons  and  limbers,  and  all 
the  appurtenances.  Do  you  remember  those  sales  ! — A.  I  recollect  those 
sales  being  made,  and  I  think  they  were  both  made  before  the  Presi- 
dent revoked  the  order.  They  were  made  by  authority  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  at  that  time. 

By  Mr.  Carpbnteb  : 

Q.  Was  that  sale  stopped  by  order  of  the  President  ? — A.  All  sales 
were  stopped. 

By  Mr.  Ames: 

Q.  You  mean  that  these  sales  were  made  during  the  period  between 
the  order  stopping  the  sales  and  the  revocation  of  that  order  ? — A.  Yes,, 
sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  the  order  of  the  President  stopping  the 
sales  f — A.  The  order  prohibiting  the  sales  was  23d  of  January,  1871 : 
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^  The  President  directs  the  salea  of  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  to 
he  disGontinaed." 

That  was  on  the  23d  of  January,  and  the  order  revoking  that  order 
was  made  on  the  24th  of  April,  1871. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  were  the  reasons  for  the  sale  of  those  Parrott  gans  f    Ex- 
plain why  during  that  period  of  time  those  sales  were  made. — A.  The 
sale  to  Austin  Baldwin  &  Go;  appears  to  have  been  made  on  the  8th  of 
December,  before  the  order. 

Q.  Then  whatever  sales  took  place  during  that  period  of  time,  cdiU 
you  famish  to  the  committee  the  reason  why  they  took  placet — A.  The 
smaU  sales  which  are  reported  to  have  taken  place  during  that  period 
when  sales  were  suspended,  were  because  the  articles  were  small  in 
quantity  and  were  not  such  as  would  be  likely  to  fall  into  the  hands  of 
the  belligerents.    For  that  reason  the  Secretary  authorized  those  sales. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  When  were  the  sales  of  Garrison  guns  concluded  f — A.  The  sale 
to  Garrison  was  made  on  the  18th  of  January,  before  the  order  stopping 
the  sales. 

Q.  The  lefb-hand  margin  in  the  report  reads  ^^date  of  sale.''  What 
does  that  mean  f — ^A.  I  shall  have  to  refer  you  to  the  chief  clerk  who 
made  out  the  paper  for  the  answer  to  that. 

Q.  Take  the  Austin  Baldwin  &  Go.  sale  of  Parrott  guns  and  the  Gar- 
rison sale  of  Parrott  guns,  the  one  put  down  in  January  and  the  other 
in  March. — ^A.  Opposite  the  sale  in  March  the  date  of  authority  of 
sale  is  the  18th  of  January. 

Q.  Then  the  date  of  sale  was  not  in  March,  but  in  January,  according 
to  this. — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Looking  at  that  list  you  will  find  that  in  September  fifty  thousand 
Springfield  muskets  were  sold  to  Bemington  for  $5  a  musket,  and  you 
will  find  at  some  other  place  a  sale  to  the  Turkish  government  at  $7. 
WUl'  you  lexplain,  or  give  the  committee  any  information  you  can  in 
relation  to  the'difference  of  prices  in  these  sales,  and  how  it  happened  f — 
A.  I  will  state  to  the  committee  that  I  was  absent  from  Washington 
at  the  time  the  sale  of  the  fifty  thousand  was  made  at  $5,  but  I  am  very 
weU  acquainted  with  all  the  foots.  Those  muskets  were  what  were 
<^ed  the  rejects  of  the  sale  to  the  Turks.  The  Turks  bought  a  very 
large  number  of  muskets,  and  they  inspected  them,  and  a  large  quantity 
of  arms  were  rejected,  left  upon  our  hands,  so  that  they  were  worth  less 
than  the  other  arms  they  had  purchased  at  $7,  from  the  fact  that  they 
had  been  rejected. 

Q.  That  is,  the  sales  to  the  Turks  were  of  sel^ted  arms,  and  those 
remaining  were  the  rejected  ones? — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  Turks  inspected 
all  the  arms  they  bought.  They  threw  out  a  portion,  and  they  were  the 
50,000  that  were  sold  to  Bemington  at  $5.  They  were  what  were  termed 
^<  cleaned  and  repaired"  arms. 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge,  prior  to  the  Squire  telegram,  that  Bem- 
ington &  Co  were  in  any  way  the  agents  of  the  French  ? — ^A.  Kone 
whatever. 

Q.  Were  any  sales  made  to  apy  person  known  to  be  an  agent  of 
either  the  Germans  or  the  French  T — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  Most 
of  these  sales  were  made  by  the  officer  in  New  York.    I  would  approve 
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the  price  and  notify  him  that  certain  articles  might  be  sold  at  not  less 
than  a  certain  price.  He  was  informed  of  the  decision  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  in  regard  to  Eemington,  that  no  sales  were  to  be  made  to  liim. 
Tarther  than  that  I  gave  no  instructions. 

Q.  Was  it,  or  not,  your  opinion  at  the  time  these  sales  were  made  that 
you  would  be  enabled  to  secure  better  prices  for  the  Government  than 
you  had  got  before  or  would  be  likely  to  secure  subsequently  t — A.  I 
knew  that  the  prices  were  good,  and  I  had  no  hope  of  being  able  to  im- 
prove the  prices. 

Q.  Can  you  answer  how  these  prices  corresponded  for  the  same  kind 
of  stores  which  were  sold  subsequently  to  the  year  1871! — A.  They 
were  much  better.    We  have  made  very  few  sales  since  1870. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Why  did  you  think  that  about  that  time  the  prices  would  be  bet- 
ter f — ^A.  Because  I  knew  there  was  a  demand  for  arms  far  greater  than 
had  existed  at  any  time  since  the  war,  and  the  prices  then  were  higher, 
and  they  seemed  to  be  going  up.  When  I  got  back  from  the  West  I  found 
a  very  great  demand  for  arms  and  a  good  many  people  anxious  to  buy. 

Q.  Where  did  you  think  the  greater  demand  for  arms  came  from  ? — 
A.  I  was  satisfied  it  was  in  consequence  of  the  war. 

Q.  Did  you  sell  a  lot  of  breech-loading  muskets  to  one  Thomas  Bich- 
ardson? — A.  A  lot  of  breech-loading  muskets  was  sold,  and,  I  believe, 
to  one  Thomas  Kichardson.  I  saw  from  the  report  that  he  was  the  pur- 
chaser.   Who  he  was  1  did  not  know. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  him  f — A.  I  never  saw  him. 

Q.  Was  any  public  notice  given,  thirty  days  before  the  sale  of  those 
breech-loading  arms  took  place,  that  that  kind  of  arms  were  to  be  sold  ? — 
A.  Of  some  of  the  breech-loading  arms,  there  was. 

Q.  Is  the  public  notice  on  the  records  of  the  Department  ? — A.  I  pre- 
sume so. 

Q.  The  breech-loading  muskets  sold  to,  Eichardson  were  of  Allin's 
patent  of  1866,  were  they  not! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  AUin  receive  a  royalty  on  the  manufacture  of  those  arms  ? — 
A.  !Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  What  advantage  did  he  derive  from  the  manufacture  f— A.  I  do 
not  know  that  he  derived  any.  They  were  simply  called  by  his  name  ; 
but  I  am  not  conscious  that  he  derived  any  benefit.  It  was  an  arm 
made  at  the  armory. 

Q.  When  was  it  resolved  upon  that  those  breech-loading  muskets  of 
Allin's  patent  of  1866  were  to  be  sold?— A.  The  1866  model  breech- 
loader was  put  into  service  and  remained  in  service  for  some  time — was 
reported  on  by  the  officer  having  charge  of  those  arms.  It  went  on  for 
some  time  until  December,  1867,  or  January,  1868. 

Q.  Gould  the  breech-loaders  of  1866  be  easily  transformed  into  the 
new  model  of  1868  ?— A.  They  could  not.  The  1868  model  was  adopted, 
differing  in  some  essentials  from  the  1866  model,  and  was  ordered  to  be 
the  arm  of  the  service. 

Q.  Have  you  already  definitively  decided  upon  what  arm  shall  be  put 
into  the  hands  of  troops  f — A.  We  have  not.  We  had  decided  on  the 
1868  as  the  service  musket. 

Q.  That  has  been  changed  again? — A.  That  has  been  changed. 
There  was  a  board,  of  which  General  Schofield  was  president,  which  tested 
some  breech-loading  arms,  and  they  recommended  six  in  what  they  sup- 
posed to  be  the  order  of  merit.  Three  of  them  have  been  adopted  pro- 
visionally for  service,  and  are  nowin  the  hands  of  troops. 
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Q.  When  was  it  decided  upon  that  this  particular  lot  of  breech-load- 
ing muskets  should  be  sold  f — ^A.  As  soon  as  it  became  an  obsolete  arm 
it  was  decided  that  it  should  be  sold,  and  that  was  in  December,  1867,  or 
January,  1868. 

Q,  Yesterday  Mr.  Ben^t  testified  before  the  House  committee :  "The 
sale  to  Richardson  was  made  December  19, 1870.  The  witness  did  not 
remember  that  sale  being  made  to  Thomas  Eichardson,  or  even  having 
heard  the  name  until  it  was  mentioned  publicly  recently.  General 
Dyer  wrote  witness  a  letter  from  Kew  York  sayiug  that  arms  of  the 
model  of  1868  should  be  issued,  and  those  of  1866  withdrawn ;  di- 
rected him  to  consult  with  the  Secretary  of  War  as  to  the  propriety  of 
selling  the  latter  and  manufacturing  cartridges  for  them  if  necessary." 
When  was  that  letter  written! — A.  I  presume  at  the  time  stated,  in 
December,  1870. 

Q.  Is  the  letter  on  the  records  of  the  Department? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I 
will  have  it  produced  to  you. 

Q.  It  would  appear  that  the  order  to  sell  those  arms  was  given  then  ? — 
A.  Given  then,  but  the  Department  had  decided  that  it  was  not  the 
arm  in  1867. 

Q.  You  say  in  one  of  your  reports,  the  one  put  into  the  hands  of 
Bemington,  that  you  invited  bids  from  dealers  in  arms  known  to  the 
Department  by  private  letters! — A.  I  do  not  remember  having  said 
that  I  gave  private  letters. 

Q.  It  is  stated  that  by  private  letters  you  invited  the  bids  of  arms 
dealers  known  to  the  Department? — A.  I  think  they  were  oAcial 
letters.  • 

Q,  I  beg  pardon ;  official  letters^  I  did  not  mean  private  notes.  I 
was  distinguishing  letters  from  public  advertisements.  We  will  say, 
"  by  letter."  Was  such  a  letter  addressed  to  Thomas  Richardson,  noti- 
fying him  to  send  in  a  bid? — A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Q.  I  suppose  the  records  of  the  War  Department  will  show? — A. 
The  records  will  show  whether  there  ever  was. 

Q.  Have  you  the  original  of  the  bid  which  was  sent  in  by  Thomas 
Kichardson  f — A.  It  may  be  in  the  office.  As  I  said  before,  the  sale  of 
those  arms,  was  made  by  the  officer  in  !New  York,  Major  Crispin,  and  I 
did  not  know  to  whom  they  were  sold.  He  had  my  authority  to  sell 
those  1806  model  arms  at  a  particular  price.  After  I  gave  that  order 
I  made  no  further  inquiry,  and  t  did  not  know  until  after  the  sale  had 
been  made  who  was  the  purchaser. 

Q.  The  bids  for  the  arms  would  regularly  come  to  the  Ordnance 
Bureau,  would  they  not  ? — ^A.  No,  they  were  with  him. 

Q.  Did  the  Ordnance  Bureau  inquire  who  were  the  bidders  for  those 
arms,  so  as  to  ascertain  whether  there  were  agents  of  any  of  the  belli- 
gerent powers  among  them  t — ^A.  It  did  not.  That  was  left  entirely  to 
the  officer  making  the  sale. 

Q.  Then  you  think  the  original  bid  of  Eichardson  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  Crispin  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  it  came  to  the  office. 

Q.  You  say  you  never  saw  Thomas  Kichardson? — A.  I  never  saw 
him. 

Q.  When  you  were  in  IS'ew  York  about  December  19, 1870,  when  the 
order  was  given  that  these  breech-loading  arms  were  to  be  sold,  did  you 
see  either  Bemington  or  Squire  there  ? — A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Q.  In  a  letter  addressed  by  Mr.  Bemington  to  Mr.  Le  Cesne  it  is 
stated  that  more  of  these  bre^h-loadiiig  arms  were  wanted  by  him  than 
be  conld  get,  and  that  efforts  were  made  to  get  more,  but  those  efforts 
fere  not  successful.    Do  yon  know  of  any  such  efforts  that  were  made 
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to  get  more  of  these  arms? — A.  I  do  not.    I  wanted  to  sell  all  that 
there  were. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  all  were  not  sold  ? — A.  I  presume  they  did  not 
arrive  in  New  York  in  time. 

Q.  Where  were  those  arms  t — A.  They  were  in  the  field. 

Q.  In  the  hands  of  the  troops?— A.  Some  of  them  were  in  the  hands 
X)f  troops,  and  some  at  the  arsenals.  A  general  order  had  been  given 
to  change  these  arms  for  the  1868  model.  These  arms  were  not  inter- 
changeable with  it,  and  it  had  been  decided  some  time  before  to  with- 
draw them  from  service. 

Q.  So  these  arms  came  from  the  hands  of  the  troops  to  the  arsenals 
to  be  sold  ? — A.  Some  of  them. 

Q.  There  were  then  about  75,000,  as  I  understand,  in  the  arsenals,  of 
these  arms  ? — A.  No,  there  were  not.  I  think  there  ai-e  about  10,000  on 
hand  now. 

Q.  How  many  then  t — A.  I  think  there  were  sold  between  26,000  and 
30,000,  and  there  are  now  left  on  hand  of  these  obsolete  arms  about 
10,000. 

Q.  There  were  also  cartridges  manufactured  to  go  with  these  arms, 
and  Mr.  Bemington  states  in  his  letter  that  some  objections  had  to  be 
overcome  as  to  the  making  of  cartridges.  Is  there  any  corresx>ondence 
on  the  subject  in  the  bands  of  the  Department? — A.  There  is  not,  that 
I  am  aware  of,  and  I  think  I  should  know  it  if  there  was. 

Q.  Between  what  persons  were  the  conversations  carried  on  concern- 
ing the  manu&cture  of  those  cartridges,  if  no  correspondence  was  had  ? 
— A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  was  auy  conversation  carried  on  in 
regard  to  it. 

By  Mr.  LoaAN:      ' 

Q.  As  to  the  ammunition  that  was  manufactured  to  go  with  the  arms 
purchased  by  Bemington  on  the  13th  of  October:  at  what  time  was  the 
order  for  the  manufacture  of  that  ammunition  given  ? — A.  Those  car- 
tridges were  left  on  hand  since  the  war. 

Q.  That  ammunition  was  already  manufactured  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  furnishing  of  the  ammunition  part  of  the  sale  of  the  guns, 
or  was  that  a  special  contract? — ^A.  Sometimes  the  guns  were  sold  with  a 
certain  number  of  rounds  of  ammunition,  and  sometimes  the  guns  were 
sold  without  ammunition  and  the  ammunition  was  purchased  by  itself. 
How  it  was  in  that  case  I  do  not  recollect. 

By  Mr.  Sghubz  : 

Q.  When  was  the  order  given  to  manufacture  the  ammunition  for  the 
breech-loading  Springfield  rifles  ? — ^A.  Some  time  about  December,  1870, 
or  January,  1871. 

Q.  You  say  there  is  no  correspondence  at  all  about  that  subject  in 
the  hands  of  the  Department  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  of  any.  There  may 
be  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  War  telling  him  that  if  cartridges  were 
made  to  go  with  the  guns  a  sale  could  be  completed,  aud  it  was  very 
desirable  to  get  rid  of  them. 

Q.  A  iQtter  from  whom  ? — A.  From  me. 

Q.  Who  urged  that  the  cartridges  should  be  manufactured  ? — A.  I  do 
not  remember  who.  I  think  in  conversation  with  Ms^or  Crispin,  we 
concluded  that  if  ammunition  could  be  furnished  with  those  guns  we 
could  find  a  sale  for  them.  I  knew  we  had  no  such  ammunition  on  hand. 
I  considered  it  desirable  to  get  rid  of  the  guns  on  the  best  terms  we 
could,  and  thought  it  would  be  good  policy  to  furnish  the  ammunition, 
just  as  we  would  put  guns  in  order. 
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Q.  Did  yoa  say  that  the  whole  transaction  about  those  breech-loading 
gans  went  through  the  hands  of  Major  Crispin  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  yoa  did  not  know  anything  about  it  except  what  Major  Crispin 
told  yoa  ? — ^A.  I  talked  with  him  frequently  about  it. 

Q.  At  that  timef — ^A.  At  that  time. 

Q.  You  never  saw  the  party  who  wanted  to  buy  those  arms  ! — A.  I 
do  not  know  tiiat  I  ever  did. 

Q.  At  the  same  time,  as  it  appears  from  the  letter  of  Mr.  Eemington, 
there  was  some  question  about  a  lot  of  guns,  100  batteries,  upon 
which  the  advance  money,  had  been  paid,  the  20  per  cent,  and  which 
he  desired  to  have  reduced  to  50  batteries,  about  which  he  also  writes 
to  Mr.  Le  Cesne,  of  the  French  armament  commission.  Do  you  know 
anything  about  thatf — A.  I  have  no  recollection  whatever  of  exchang- 
ing a  word  with  him. 

Q.  The  only  guns  you  sold  yrere  those  to  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  and 
those  to  Garrison  ? — ^A.  The  guns  sold  to  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  were 
sold  by  Crispin.  If  I  remember  rightly,  I  made  the  sale  to  C.  K.  Gar- 
rison. I  know  nothing  about  the  sale  to  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  It  was 
made  in  Xew  York. 

Q.  Were  you  advised  that  it  was  desired  on  the  part  of  the  purchaser 
that  the  nnmber  of  guns  should  be  reduced  one-half  after  the  advanced 
money  had  been  paid  f — A.  I  heard  nothing  about  it. 

Q.  Is  there  no  correspondence  about  that  in  your  Bureau  t — A.  None 
that  I  know  of. 

Q.  So  the  whole  transaction  is  unknown  to  you  t — A.  Entirely  un- 
known to  me,  even  if  there  be  anything  of  correspondence  on  file. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  anything  about  the  contracts  made  with  purchasing 
parties  about  that  time,  as  to  how  the  ordnance  stores,  arms,  and  so  on 
shoold  be  delivered,  and  where  T — A.  I  can  give  you  no  information  on 
that  point.    The  deliveries  were  all  made  by  Crispin. 

By  Mr.  Caepenteb  : 
Q.  Where  is  Crispin  now  f — ^A.  In  New  York. 

By  Mr.  SCHUBZ : 

Q.  In  the  case  where  Bicfaardson  bought  those  breech-loading  arms, 
were  there  any  sealed  bids  invited  f — A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  As  I 
told  you,  I  knew  nothing  whatever  about  the  sale  of  those  arms.  The 
last  thing  that  I  did  in  regard  to  it  was  to  authorize  the  sale  at  the 
established  prices.    I  had  &ed  the  prices. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  those  prices  in  advance  of  prices  previously  obtained  ? — ^A. 
This  was  the  first  lot  that  had  been  sold  of  this  kind.  The  price  was 
just  as  high  as  I  felt  I  could  ask  for  them.  Those  arms  brought  $21  60. 
1  think  I  could  make  a  new  arm  for  less. 

By  Mr.  STEVENSON : 

Q«  It  seems  that  on  the  13th  of  October,  1870,  you  sold  Bemington 
carbines,  Spencer  carbines,  and  Spencer  cartridges  to  E.  Bemington  & 
Sons;  were  those  sales,  made  on  that  day,  mt^e  in  accordance  with 
previously  publi^ed  proposals  of  bids  to  be  opened  on  that  day  t — ^A. 
No ;  I  think  not. 

Q.  Had  there  been  no  public  notice  given  of  the  sales  that  were 
made f— A.  They  had  been  advertised  at  other  times. 

Q.  It  is  stated,  in  your  printed  report,  that  it  was  half  an  hour  before 
the  proposals  were  to  be  opened,  on  the  13th  of  October,  that  you  were 
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shown  the  dispatch  to^Squire.  Be  kind  enough  to  show  me  the  proposals 
which  were  then  to  *be  opened,  but  which  were  not,  in  consequence 
of  the  disclosure  in  this  dispatch. — A.  Upon  my  return  from  the  West, 
on,  I  think,  the  12th  of  October,  I  found  a  very  great  demand  existing 
for  arms.  A  number  of  persons  came  to  my  house  to  get  the  prices — to 
know  what  I  would  take  for  them.  I  went- over  to  see  -the  Secretary 
of  War,  and  told  him  that  I  thought  it  would  be  proper  to  advertise 
these  arms,  as  they  were  wanted  by  a  number  of  persons.  I  did  not 
like  to  fix  any  price.  The  arms  were  higher  then  than  I  thou^lit  they 
would  ever  attain  in  price.  I  recommended  that  we  should  invite  bids 
for  the  arms.  I  stated  to  the  Secretary  that  there  were  only  fpur  or  five 
or  six  persons  who  had  made  bids  at  the  office,  and  that  I  thou^bt  it 
would  be  sufficient  that  we  should  receive  bids  from  them.  I  wrote  to 
those  parties.  There  was  a  German  house  which  had  been  a  lar^e  par- 
chaser  of  arms — the  house  of  Herman  Boker  &  Co. — that  I  did  not 
notify,  as  their  bid  did  not  happen  to  be  for  this  particular  lot  of  arms. 
When  I  wrote  to  those  persons  who  had  been  bidders,  I  omitted  to  in- 
form that  house  that  these  arms  were  to  be  sold,  but  the  head  of  the 
house  came  here  before  the  bids  were  opened. 

Q.  When  were  the  bids  to  be  opened  ! — A.  This  was  on  Wednesday. 

Q.  The  12th  of  October  ?— A.  Ko,  the  13th.  They  were  to  be  opened 
on  the  15th. . 

Q.  Who  were  the  five  or  six  firms  to  whom  you  wrote  letters  on  the 
13th  T — A.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  I  remember;  all  the  letters 
are  on  file,  and  can  be  referred  to. 

Q.  Were  those  letters  written  on  the  13th  of  October? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  they  written  after  you  had  made  the  sale  to  Eemington  & 
Sons  on  the  13th?— A.  No. 

Q.  Can  you  show  me  the  advertisement  which  authorized  the  sale 
made  bn  the  13th  of  October  to  E.  Eemington  &  Sons,  of  Eemington 
carbines,  Spencer  carbines  and  Spencer  cartridges? — A.  There  had 
been  a  previous  advertisement  for  the  Eemington  carbines.  I  had  au- 
thority under  the  law  to  sell  them.  [The  witness  produced  an  adver- 
tisement, dated,  New  York,  December  22, 1869,  inviting  proposals,  among 
other  things,  for  5,000  Eemington  carbines,  and  an  advertisement  dated 
July  4, 1869,  inviting  proposals,  among  other  things,  for  2,500  breech- 
loading  muskets,  caliber  .58,  witn  cartridges  for  the  same,  and  for  10,000 
repeating  carbines,  caliber  .50 ;  and  advertisements  of  various  dates  in 

1869,  inviting  proposals  for  different  articles  of  ammunition  ^  all  the  ad- 
vertisements being  dated,  "  Ordnance  Office,  New  York.''] 

Q.  Was  the  sale  of  Eemington  carbines  on  the  13tn  of  October, 

1870,  made  under  the  advertisement  of  November  22, 1869  ? — A.  This 
was  the  only  advertisement  for  that.  There  are  5,000  Eemington  car- 
bines inthat  advertisement. 

Q.  But  I  see  that  there  were  14,757  Eemington  carbines  sold  on  the 
13th  of  October,  1870,  to  the  Eemingtons,  and  19,434  Spencer  carbines, 
and  over  seventeen  millions  of  Spencer  cartridges. — A.  The  proposals 
for  ammunition  were  invited  under  several  advertisements,  which  I  have 
here.  The  War  Department  and  myself  were  in  accord,  and  thought  it 
was  not  necessary  to  advertise  every  article  that  was  to  be  sold,  bat 
that  the  advertisement  should  be  for  a  specimen  of  each  kind.  We  sup- 
posed the  object  of  Congress  in  requiring  the  advertisement  was  to  pre- 
vent the  property  being  sacrificed. 

By  Mr.  SCHUBZ : 
Q.  You  say  you  do  not  know  anything  of  the  contracts  made  with  the 
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purchasers  with  regard  to  the  delivery  of  arras  and  ordnance  stores, 
where  they  were  to  be  delivered,  and  how;  that  that  all  went  through 
the  hands  of  Colonel  Crispin,  at  New  York  ? — A.  As  to  those  sold  in 
New  York. 

Q.  There  were  arms  sold  also  at  Troy,  and,  unless  I  am  mistaken,  some 
at  ^nt  Louis.  Were  they  consigned  to  New  York,  to  be  delivered  to 
Colonel  Crispin,  and  by  him' to  the  purchasers  f — A.  Some  were  consigned 
to  him;  others  were  delivered  at  Saint  Louis.  All  the  arms  that  he 
sold  were  probably  consigned  to  him  at  New  York. 

Q.  Did  he  sell  arms  that  were  in  other  arsenals  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  there  in  the  Department  now  any  contracts  that  were  made 
with  regard  to  the  delivery  of  the  arms  T — ^A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

By  Mr.  LoGAN : 

Q.  Was  the  construction  which  you  have  stated  was  given  to  the  act 
with  regard  to  advertising  a  construction  in  writing,  or  merely  a  remark 
in  conversation  by  General  Schofield  T — A.  It  was  verbal. 

Q.  Before  this  question  arose,  did  you  ever  notify  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  War  as  to  that  former  construction  f — A.  I  am  not  aware  that 
I  did. 

By  Mr.  Schtjez: 

Q.  He  left  it  to  you  t — A,  He  left  it  to  me. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Your  action  was  according  to  the  law  as  you  understood  it,  and 
that  you  understood  to  be  the  proper  construction  of  the  law  from  your 
conference  with  General  Schofield  when  he  was  Secretary  of  War  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Caepentee  : 

Q.  During  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1871,  were  the  sales  cou- 
dncted  in  precisely  the  same  way  that  they  had  been  during  the  prior 
fiscal  year  f — A.  In  just  the  same  way.  No  change  was  made  in  con- 
ducting the  sales. 

Q.  ^  that,  right  or  wrong,  it  was  a  harmonious  practice  f — A.  We 
made  no  change  whatever  in  the  mode  of  doing  business  from  1868,  the 
time  of  the  passage  of  the  act. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  And  that  is  true  as  well  of  ammunition  as  of  arms? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  I  ask  you  if  there  has  been  at  any  time  sold  by  the  Ordnance 
Department  any  arm  which  the  Ordnance  Department  deemed  it  desir- 
able to  keep  as  an  arm  for  the  use  of  our  troops  f — ^A.  There  has  not  been 
aoy  arm  sold  which,  in  my  judgment,  I  did  not  think  ought  to  be  dis- 
posed of. 

Q.  Then  the  arms  which  were  sold,  in  your  judgment,  were  those  and 
those  only  which  you  thought  it  wise  the  Government  should  be  rid  of 
for  the  purpose  of  supplying  our  troops  with  better  arms  f — A.  I  did 
tbink  so. 

By  Mr.  SOHUBZ : 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  an  account  of  the  number  of  arms  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  at  the  close  of  the  rebellion  f — A. 
I  think  it  was  between  1,300,000  and  a  million  and  a  half  small-arms. 

Q.  According  to  your  own  report  for  1870-71,  over  1,300,000  small-arms 
bad  been  sold  down  to  October,  1870.«  I  have  brought  your  report  with 
mcj  and  I  will  read  from  it  as  follows : 

"Tiie  Department  has  been  selling  for  several  years  the  arms  and  other 
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stores  that  are  of  obsolete  pattern  and  otherwise  unfit  for  issue  to  troops. 
More  than  one  million  three  hundred  and  forty  thousand  stand  of  small- 
arms  have  been  sold  since  the  close  of  the  war,  three  hundred  and  fifty 
thousand  of  them  within  the  present  month,  at  good  prices." 

It  would  appear  from  these  figures  that  pretty  much  all  there  was 
was  sold  off,  would  it  not  t — A.  Ko,  sir.  It  might  from  the  figures,  but 
it  would  not  be  the  feust.  At  the  close  of  the  war,  and  for  a  long  time 
afterward,  there  were  a  great  many  arms  belonging  to  the  Government 
which  were  not  delivered  to  the  Ordnance  Department,  that  were  lying 
all  over  the  country.  They  were  rebel  arms.  We  took  the  whole  ord- 
nance department  belonging  to  the  rebels,  and  we  took  an  immense 
number  of  arms  after  the  report  had  been  made  to  us  that  the  number 
on  hand  was  1,300,000,  and  which  had  not  then  been  accounted  for. 

Q.  What  kind  of  arms  were  they  mostly  ! — ^A.  They  were  mostly  the 
Enfield  musket. 

Q.  Would  you  consider  the  Enfield  muskets  that  were  taken  from  the 
rebels  good  arms  to  be  used  in  a  war  now  f — A.  I  would  not. 

Q.  How  many  arms  are  in  the  arsenals  now  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell.  I 
know  about  how  many  Springfield  muskets  there  are. 

Q.  How  many  Springfield  muskets  t — A.  About  450,000. 

Q.  Muzzle-loaders  f — A.  Muzzle-loaders. 

Q.  How  many  breech-loading  muskets  are  there! — A.  Not  over  25,000, 
I  think,  exclusive  of  those  in  the  hands  of  troops. 

Q.  Of  what  caliber  are  the  Springfield  muskets  in  the  arsenals!— A. 
Fifty-eight  hundredths. 

Q.  What  is  the  caliber  that  you  are  now  introducing,  .50  ! — A.  Yes, 
su*. 

Q.  So  that  if  they  were  changed  they  would  not  be  of  use  to  the 
Army  as  to  caliber  ! — ^A.  It  would  do  to  change  the  barrel. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  the  number  of  arms  which  you  named  as  in  the  arsenals  at 
the  close  of  the  war,  include  a  large  number  still  in  the  x>osses8ion  of 
the  old  soldiers  !— A.  It  did  not. 

Q.  Your  approximate  estimate  of  the  number  now  on  hand  is  nearly 
half  a  million.  How  many  besides  those  are  in  the  hands  of  the  Regular 
Army  now  ! — A.  Not  over  30,000. 

By  Mr.*SCHUEZ: 

Q.  Then,  if  I  understand  you,  there  are  nearly  600,000  Springfield 
rifies,  muzzle-loaders,  in  the  arsenals,  about  25,000  breech-loaders, 
and  about  30,000  breech-loaders  in  the  hand  of  the  troops.  Is  that 
it ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  not  the  breech-loading  arms  that  were  sold  to  Bichardson 
infinitely  better  than  any  of  the  450,000  muzzle-loading  Springfield 
muskets  we  have  in  the  arsenals  ! — ^A.  In  my  judgment  they  were ;  but 
the  arm  was  an  obsolete  one ;  it  was  not  interchangeable  with  the  arm 
in  the  hands  of  the  troops,  and  it  was  with  the  utmost  difficulty  that  we 
could  get  the  troops  to  take  them.  The  officers  constantly  complained, 
and  would  insist  upon  having  the  new  arms.  At  one  time,  soon  after 
we  made  the  change  in  the  model  from  1866  to  1868,  General  Hancock, 
Grenend  Buger,  and  General  Terry  were  here  on  a  board,  and  they  all 
came  to  me  and  insisted  that  we  should  let  them  exchange  their  arms 
and  give  them  the  1868  model. ^ 

By  Mr.  Gabpenteb  : 
Q.  Was  that  because  they  thought  it  a  better  arm  ! — A.  Ye?,  sir,  they 
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thought  it  was  a  better  arm,  and  they  knew  it  woald  interchange  with 
all  the  arms  the  txoops  would  have  when  they  got  the  new,  while  the 
1^66  model  would  not  interchange. 

By  Mr.  SOHURZ. 

Q.  Was  there  not  an  official  report  made  by  a  board  of  officers  about 
the  1866  model  9 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Be  kind  enough  to  give  that  report  to  the  committee. — A.  A  board 
was  convened  in  January,  1868,  consisting  of  Brevet  Brigadier  General 
P.  V.  Hagner,  Brevet  Brigadier  General  T.  J.  Bodman,  Brevet  Colonel 
J.  G.  Benton,  Brevet  Lieutenant  Colonel  S.  V.  Ben^t,  Brevet  Colonel 
Silas  Crispin,  Brevet  Lieutenant  Colonel  T.  J.  Treadwell,  and  Brevet 
Colonel  T.  G.  Baylor,  which,  in  its  report,  said  on  this  subject : 

"SPRINGFIELD  BREECH-LOADING  MUSKET. 

*'  The  board  finds  that  the  Springfield  rifled  musket,  altered  to  a 
breech-loader,  on  the  plan  of  1866,  has  been  in  the  hands  of  the  troops 
for  the  past  eight  months. 

^' A  careful  examination  of  more  than  two  hundred  monthly  reports 
of  company  commanders  shows  that  it  is  considered  a  very  powerful' 
accurate,  and  serviceable  infantry  arm. 

^^The  only  defects  reported  are  of  minor  character,  and  are  as  follows, 
viz :  An  occasional  loss  of  the  hinge-screw  nut  and  the  thumb-piece 
screw  from  working  loose,  the  breaking  of  the  ejector,  and  the  bending 
and  fouling  of  the  cam-latch  spring.  While  these  defects  are  not  such 
as  to  prevent  the  gun  from  being  used  with  good  effect,  and  can  easily 
be  remedied  by  using  the  spare  parts  issued  with  the  guns,  the  board 
deem  it  advisable  that  they  should  be  removed.  To  this  end,  and  to 
secure  greater  economy  in  construction,  they  recommend  the  following 
changes : 

"Ist  A  housing  or  receiver  for  the  breech-block. 

'^2d.  A  change  in  the  position  of  the  head  of  the  firing-pin,  so  as  to 
save  the  alteration  of  the  hammer. 

^^3d.  Strengthening  the  firing-pin  near  its  point,  and  transferring  the 
stop-shoulder  from  near  its  point  to  near  its  head. 

^^4th.  Widening  the  camlatch,  so  as  to  better  secure  the  cam-latch 
ia  its  place. 

''5th.  £i voting  the  thumb-piece  to  the  cam-latch  shaft,  thus  dispens- 
ing with  the  thumb-piece  screw. 

''6th.  Securing  the  hinge-pivot  pin  by  a  flat  branch  or  head,  which 
shall  project  into  the  head  of  the  stock. 

''7th.  To  lighten  j^  much  as  possible  the  breech-block,  after  the  man- 
ner shown  in  the  cadet  rifle-musket. 

"So  far  as  the  board  can  ascertain,  none  of  the  linings  of  the  barrels 
have  been  started  or  been  in  any  way  injured  in  service.  In  view  of 
this  £act,  and  that  fifteen  altered  guns  have  been  fired,  at  the  Springfield 
armory  and  at  Frankford  arsenal,  from  two  to  more  than  eleven  thou- 
sand times  each,  without  injury  so  far  as  the  linings  are  concerned, 
the  board  do  not  hesitate  to  recommend  that  the  present  mode  of  re- 
ducing the  caliber  of  the  present  Springfield  rifle-musket  to  .5  inch  be 
continued  on  any  further  alteration  of  these  arms. 

^^The  board  recommend  that  the  shell-ejector,  shown  in  the  wooden 
model  submitted  to  the  board,  be  adopted,  as  being  simpler,  cheaper, 
and  stronger,  and  better  adapted  for  service  than  the  one  on  altered 
rifle-mosket  of  1866,  now  in  use,  or  any  known  to  the  board. 
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"  The  board  is  of  opinion  that  the  weight  of  the  rifle-masket  to  be 
altered  hereafter  may  be  made  nine  and  a  quarter  poands  by  reducing 
the  length  of  the  re-enforced  barrel  from  forty  to  thirty-six  inches.  The 
latter  is  abont  the  length  of  the  barrel  that  is  being  adopted  by  other 
nations  for  breech-loading  arms  of  new  model. 

^<  The  cost  of  this  cutting  off  the  barrel  and  altering  the  stock  to  cor- 
respond is  estimated  to  be  about  thirty  cents,  and  experiments  show 
that  the  range  and  accuracy  of  the  arm  are  not  impaired,  and  a  more 
convenient  and  handy  weapon  is  obtained.'' 

Q.  From  this  report  it  appears  that  the  board  recommended  that  the 
arm  be  changed  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  that  the  arm  then  in  the  hands  of  the  troops,  of  the 
model  of  1866,  be  modified  and  transformed  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  It  is  well  known  to  you  that  at  the  present  moment  the  breech- 
loading  musket  is  the  only  musket  that  can  hold  the  field  iti  case  of 
war.  If  a  war  or  rebellion  should  suddenly  break  out  in  this  country, 
making  necessary  the  organization  of  a  large  artuy,  what  would  you  do 
for  arms  ? — A.  We  have  not  enough  to  arm  a  very  large  army,  but  we 
should  go  to  work  and  make  them  at  once  and  get  them  made. 

Q.  Would  you  not  be  in  very  great  want  of  breech-loaders  f — A.  No, 
not  very  great  want. 

Q.  You  have  not  any  to  put  in  the  hands  of  troops  I — A.  We  could 
get  in  all  some  75,000, 1  suppose,  and  in  thirty  days,  I  presume,  we  could' 
get  a  thousand  a  day  from  Remingtons'  manufactory.     Eemiugtous 
could  certainly  turn  out  25,000  in  a  month,  and  then  there  are  other 
manufacturers. 

Q.  Did  you  not  recommend  yourself  that  there  should  be  at  least  a 
million  of  breech-loaders  kept  in  the  arsenals  to  provide  for  emergen- 
cies ? — A.  I  did.    See  my  report  for  1871,  p.  5. 

Q.  Suppose  an  emergency  of  that  kind  which  we  had  to  contend 
with  ten  years  ago  should  arise — a  new  rebellion,  or  a  great  foreign 
war,  requiring  the  arming  of  an  army  of  say  500,000  or  600,000  men. 
They  would  have  to  be  armed  with  breech-loaders.  Would  you  not 
have  to  go  into  the  market  for  them  ? — A.  We  should  have  to  do  that. 

Q.  Would  you  not  be  very  glad  then  to  buy  back  those  arms  which 
you  sold  to  Eichardson  ? — A.  I  should  do  it  with  great  reluctance. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  do  you  think  is  the  probability  of  a  great  war  breaking  out 
here  in  this  country  within  thirty  days? — A.  You  gentlemen  can  judge 
better  than  I  can. 

Q.  Do  you  not  think  you  could  manufacture  arms  enough  to  arm  a 
large  army  as  soon  as  we  shall  probably  get  involved  in  a  war  requir- 
ing a  large  army  I — ^A.  I  did  not  think  we  were  stripping  the  country  to 
a  dangerous  extent. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  How  many  can  you  manufacture  in  the  Springfield  armory !— A. 
I  made  a  thousand  a  day. 

Q.  And  you  say  Eemingtons  could  turn  out  25,000  in  a  month  ?— A. 
Probably  30,000  in  thirty  days. 

By  Mr.  Oaepentee  : 

Q.  Do  you  know,  or  have  you  reason  to  believe,  that  any  officer  con- 
nected with  the  War  Department,  or  with  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  has  ever  derived  the  benefit  of  a  shilling  or  a  cent,  himself  i"- 
dindually,  on  account  of  the  sale  of  any  of  these  ordnance  stores  T— 
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A.  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  any  one  has.  lu  regard  to  most  of 
tbe  saieSy  I  think  I  have  exercised  entire  supervision  of  them. 

Q.  And  you  know  of  no  such  instance,  and  have  no  reason  to  believe 
that  there  is  any  such  instance  ? — A.  Kot  at  all. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  you  have  no  suspicion  of  any  such  thing  ? — A.  None  what- 
ever. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Were  there  any  officers  of  the  Ordnance  Department  interested  in 
any  of  the  anus  companies  for  purchasing  arms  from  the  Government  f 
—A.  I  think  not  one. 


WASHmGTON,  March  11, 1872. 
V.  McNally  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

QaestioD.  What  is  your  business? — Answer.  I  am  chief  clerk  of  the 
Ordnance  Department. 

Q.  State  to  the  committee  if  you  liave  examined  the  various  items  in 
tbe  exhibit  already  presented  here,  (Executive  Document,  H.  R.  No.  89,) 
with  the  vouchers  on  file  in  the  Department,  and  the  dates  there  put  in ; 
and  if  80,  is  that  a  correct  statement  which  you  hold  in  your  hand? — A. 
I  have  so  examined  it.    This  is  a  correct  statement. 

[The  committee  directed  that  this  corrected  statement  take  the  place 
of  the  paper  heretofore  produced  as  "A,"  and  be  marked  "Exhibit  Xo. 
1,"  and  attached  to  the  testimony.] 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Have  you  also  here  copies  of  the  advertisements  subsequent  to 
the  act  of  1868? — A.  I  have  here  the  advertisements  as  far  as  they  are 
on  file  in  tbe  office  since  the  passage  of  the  act  of  1868,  and  in  addition 
a  list  of  catalogues  covering  the  same  advertisements,  and  perhaps 
others. 

[Copies  of  the  advertisements  referred  to  are  annexed,  marked  "Ex- 
hibit No.  2.^] 

m 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  yon  also  present  with  you  copies  of  the  bids  made  on  the 
rJth  and  13th  of  October,  1870  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 
(The  papers  referred  to  are  annexed,  marked  "  Exhibit  No.  3."] 
Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  General  Dyer  to  Major  Beii^t  in 
regard  to  the  sale  of  breech-loaders  ? — A  I  have.    Here  it  is. 
[The  papers  referred  to  are  annexed,  ''marked  Exhibit  No.  4."J 
Q.  Have  yon  any  other  papers? — -A.  Here  are  papers  that  Colonel 
Bvn^t  desires  to  introduce,  and  which  I  will  authenticate. 

Q.  State  whiit  they  are. — A.  Correspondence  under  the  advertise- 
ment of  October  17, 1870,  with  the  award  of  bids,  &c.  [This  correspond- 
ence is  annexed,  marked  "Exhibit  No.  5."]  Correspondence  relative 
to  the  sale  of  batteries  to  C.  K.  Garrison.  [This  correspondence  is 
annexed,  marked  "Exhibit  No.  6."]  Correspondence  relative  to  the  sale 
of  50,000  muskets  to  B.  Remington  &  Sons  in  September,  1870.  [This 
correspondence  is  annexed,  marked  "Exhibit  No.  7."]  Statement  of 
sales  of  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  made  during  the  vear  ending 
June  03, 1871.  [This  statement  is  annexed,  marked  "Exhibit  No.  8.-'] 
3  s  a 
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Statement  of  deposits,  being  proceeds  of  those  sales  deposited  durii  g^ 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1871.  [This  statement  is  annexed 
marked  "  Exhibit  No.  9."] 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  have  examined  these  paper  and  know  them  to  be  correct  copies 
of  the  originals  ? — ^A.  I  have.  1  desire  to  state  in  explanation  of  the  sales 
in  the  printed  document  on  the  first  column  of  Exhibit  Ko.  1,  that  I  have 
inserted  the  date  of  delivery  in  red  ink  over  what  was  the  *'  date  of  sa^e." 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Where  the  blanks  were  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Those  dates,  then,  are  the  dates  of  delivery! — A.  Yes,  sir;  where 
the  month  is  stated  but  not  the  day,  the  reports  on  file  in  the  oflBce  show 
that  the  sales  were  made  during  the  month,  but  do  not  give  the  day. 

By  Mr.  Sohurz  : 

Q.  You  say  that  the  records  in  the  oflBce  do  not  show  the  exact  date 
of  delivery  f — A.  Where  it  is  not  stated  here,  they  do  not ;  but  the  re- 
ports are  of  sales  made  during  the  month,  as  in  auction  sales  and  some 
others.    Those  were  minor  sales. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Can  Colonel  Crispin  supply  the  dates  of  delivery  ! — A.  All  the  dates 
of  Colonel  Crispin  are  inserted  there.  Those  to  which  1  refer  are  minor 
sales.  I  would  state  further  that  in  the  preparation  of  this  statement, 
which  was  prepared  by  myself  wholly,  General  Dyer's  instructions  to  me 
were  to  be  particular  to  give  the  kind  of  stores  and  the  prices  paid.  The 
matter  of  date  was  not,  I  think,  mentioned,  and  I  consider  it  of  little 
importance.  In  cases  where  the  oflBcers  having  charge  of  the  sale  were 
to  sell  to  a  particular  individual,  naming  him,  stores  at  a  certain  price, 
I  took  that  as  the  date  of  sale,  and  so  inserted  it  here ;  but  where  the 
authority  was  general,  as  to  sell  a  certain  kind  of  stores,  not  naming  the 
individual,  then  I  gave  the  date  of  delivery. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  are  speaking  now  of  the  way  in  which  you  made  out  the  <}oeu- 
raeut  at  first ! — A.  Yes,  sir,  in  explanation  of  the  corrections  now.  made 
here. 

Q.  And  the  corrections  now  made  furnish  all  the  dates  in  reference 
to  the  sale  and  delivery  of  these  stores  that  the  Department  can 
furnish"! — A.  Yes,  sir;  this  statement  I  prepared  wholly  after  office-hours, 
working  after  midnight  many  hours.  It  was  such  a  statement  as  but 
few  clerks  could  work  on;  and  I  was  conversant,  more  so  perhaps  than 
any  other  clerk,  with  the  matter,  and  prepared  it  after  office-hours.  It 
was  hurriedly  prepared,  too,  as  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  stated  that  he 
desired  tlie  information  that  he  a^ked  for,  so  as  to  telegraph  it  to  his 
government  in  ten  days,  1  think,  from  the  time  he  first  asked  for  it^  I 
heard  him  make  a  remark  in  relation  to  cartridges  that  had  been  sold  to 
a  private  individual  at  $35,  that  when  they  reached  France  they  had 
advanced  in  price  to  $57  a  thousand. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  As  cliief  clerk  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  did  the  money  for  the  sale 
of  these  stores  pass  t'lrough  vour  hands  ? — A.  The  certiticjvtes  of  deposit 
did. 
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Q.  What,  then,  do  you  know  of  the  amount  received  from  the  sales, 
and  wliat  was  done  with  it! — A.  I  know  that  during  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30, 1871,  there  were  received  certificates  of  deposit  cover- 
ing the  sales  of  that  year  to  the  amount  of  $9,409,307  66.  These  certi- 
ficates were  sent  to  the  Treasury  to  go  through  the  usual  formalities  of 
being  covered  in.  This  statement  exhibits  the  date  of  deposit,  the  name 
of  depositor,  station,  place  of  deposit,  the  appropriation  under  which  it 
w-as  deposited,  date  when  it  was  sent  to  the  War  Department  from  the 
Ordnance  Office,  the  date  when  it  was  sent  from  the  War  Department 
to  the  Treasury,  and  the  date  when  it  appeared  on  the  books  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  depositing  officer  and  the  appropriation. 

Q.  State  what  is  the  latest  item  sent  to  the  Treasury,  and  what  is  the 
date  on  which  it  appears  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury? — A.  It  is  not 
entered  here  in  reguhir  order  of  receipt,  but  each  post  is  completed  as 
tar  as  it  goes. 

Q.  What  I  want  to  know  is,  if  you  can  tell  me  what  was  the  latest 
snm  paid  into  the  Treasury  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 1871  f — A.  Of 
the  amount  that  I  stated  that  was  turned  into  the  Treasury,  the  sum  of 
8463,443  G3  did  not  appear  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  during  that 
year,  as  credited  to  the  appro[)riation.  The  stars  on  the  table  refer  to 
the  amount  not  covered  in.  This  is  the  amount  received  from  the  sales 
of  stores.  •    * 

By  Mr.  Cabpenteb  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  it  did  not  appear  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  ? — 
A.  Those  certificates  had  not  reached  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  in  the  usual  routine  of  business. 

Q.  They  were  going  through  the  different  accounting  officers  in  the 
Department  and  had  not  got  to  their  ultimate  destination  so  as  to  be 
finally  entered  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  I — A.  Exactly.  This  state- 
ment shows  the  times  after  the  1st  of  July,  1871,  that  the  several  amounts 
embracing  the  total  sum  I  have  given  you  did  appear  on  the  books  of 
the  Treasury. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Would  the  explanation  of  the  fact  that  all  the  moneys  received 
from  the  sale  of  these  arms  did  not  appear  in  the  Treasury  account  as 
credited  to  the  War  Department  have  been  furnished  if  any  member 
of  Congress  had  called  on  the  Department,  either  personally  or  by 
note  t— A.  I  do  not  think  that  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury they  could  sUite. 

Q.  You  state  that  four  hundred  and  odd  thousand  dollars  were  not 
covered  into  the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1871.  I  therefore,  looking  at  the  Treasurer's  report,  would  assume  that 
there  would  be  that  amount  unaccounted  for.  I  ask  you  now  if  the  ex- 
planation which  you  have  given  the  cx)mmittee  here  would  have  been 
furnished  to  any  member  of  Congress  who  had  called  at  the  War  Depart- 
ment for  it,  either  personally  or  by  note  ? — A.  Certainly ;  we  are  always 
instructed  to  give  every  information  to  members  of  Congress  in  relation 
to  public  business. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Would  not  the  same  thing  be  likely  to  occur  at  the  end  of  every 
fiscal  year,  that  there  would  be  certain  sums  from  these  sales,  provided 
they  were  continued  from  year  to  year,  which  would  not  at  the  end  of 
the  fiscal  year  appear  on  the  Treasury  b^oks,  and  yet  might  appear  on 
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the  books  of  the  War  Department? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  the  thin«;j 
does  occur. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Must  it  not  necessarily,  occur,  if  you  maki^  a»y  sale  where  there  is 
not  time  enough  for  the  matter  to  go  through  tlie  usual  routine  ami 
reach  the  Treasury  before  the  end  of  the  year  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Have  you  copies  of  the  letters  which  were  addressed  by  the  Ord- 
nance Department  to  arm  dealers,  inviting  bids  after  it  had  been  resolved 
upon  that  the  bids  in  the  hands  of  the  Ordnance  Department  of  Rem- 
ington, of  the  13th  of  October,  1870,  should  not  be  opened! — A.  All  the 
correspondence,  including  those  bids,  and  all  the  correspondence  grow- 
ing out  of  the  advertisements,  is  in  the  documents  1  have  already  fur- 
nished. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  I  see  here  three  papers  in  regard  to  sales  to  I\emington  &  Sons;  the 
first  a  letter  of  the  24th  of  September  to  Dyer ;  the  next  of  the  26th  of 
September  to  Ben6t,  and  then  the  answer  of  Major  Crispin.  I  see  Cris- 
pin says  in  his  letter :  "  Please  telegraph  your  instructions  early  to-mor- 
row." Have  you  given- us  a  copy  of  these  instructions? — A.  Xo;  I 
merely  authenticate  those  papers  as  being  correct  coi)ies  of  the  tiles  of 
the  office. 

Q.  Are  these  all  the  papers  touching  the  Remington  sales? — A.  As 
far  as  I  know.    Colonel  Benet  will  testify  on  that  point. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  Army  officer,  or  of  any  person  connected  with 
the  War  Department,  who  had  any  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  either 
in  the  Bale  or  manufacture  of  ordnance  stores  that  were  sold  f — A.  I  do 
not. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  officer  of  the  War  Department,  or  of  any  olTi- 
cer  connected  with  the  Government,  who  made  a  dollar  to  himself  in 
any  way  whatever  in  consequence  of  the  sale  of  these  ordnance  stores? — 
A.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Every  dollar  that  was  received  was  covered  into  the  Treasury  ?— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  When  contracts  were  made  by  Colonel  Crispin  with  imrtiea  de- 
siring to  purchase  arms,  were  those  contracts  communicated  to  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  here  ? — A,  Colonel  Crispin  reported  ^all  the  sales  that 
he  made. 

Q.  Did  lie  report  also  all  the  circumstances  connected  with  those 
sales  ?  For  instance,  if  he  made  contracts  with  those  jiarties  concern- 
ing the  delivery,  and  so  on,  did  he  communicate  those  contracts  to  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  correspondence  liaving  taken  place  between 
the  Ordnance  Bureau  here  and  the  ordnance  officers  of  other  arsenals— 
for  instance,  Colonel  Crispin — by  which  they  were  instructed  not  to  sell 
arms  to  agents  of  the  belligerent  powers? — A.  1  would  stat^  that  until  a 
few  months  ago  ray  duties  were  not  such  as  would  make  me  familiar 
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• 

V.  ith  the  transactions  of  the  oflSce  in  general.  I  was  chief  of  a  division 
rliere,  and  at  the  death  of  the  late  chief  clerk  I  was  appointed  in  his 
place. 

Q.  And  so  you  were  not  acquainted  with  the  whole  correspondence? 
—A.  I  do  not  know  what  the  extent  of  the  correspondence  of  the  ofQce 
i*i  in  detail  in  all  particulars. 

Q.  In  other  words,  you  do  not  know  of  any  correspondence  of  that 
kind  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 
Q.  How  long  have  you  been  chief  clerk? — A.  Since  December  last. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

(>.  Does  the  volume  of  letters  you  have  given  us  contain  also  a  copy 
of  the  letter  informing  Colonel  Crispin  of  the  sale  of  those  Spencer  and 
Kemington  carbines  sold  in  October,  1870,  and  the  order  to  him  to  deliver 
them! — A:  That  transaction  is  not  embraced  in  that  package  to  which 
yon  refer;  but  copies  of  the  instructions,  I  think,  are  with  the  papei:s 
certified  to. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  press  copies  of  those  letters  ? — A.  Press-copies  of  all 
letters  going  out  of  the  office, 

Mr.  Schurz.  1  would  suggest  that  a  press-copy  of  that  letter  be  pro- 
duced. 

The  Witness.  I  have  here  two  papers  relating  to  the  sale  of  Spencer 
and  Kemington  carbines,  in  October,  1870,  but  not  a  copy  of  the  letter 
trom  the  office  informing  Major  Crispin  that  that  sale  had  been  author-, 
ized. 

By  Mr.  CARPENTER : 

Q.  Is  there  such  a  letter  in  the  office  ? — A.  There  is. 
Mr.  Carpenter.  We  want  a  copy. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  There  was  a  sale  made,  on  the  12th  or  13ch  of  October,  to  Reming- 
ton &  Sons.  AVas  that  sale  of  any  part  or  parcel  of  the  same  arras  for 
^hich  bids  had  been  invited,  which  were  to  be  opened  on  the  13th,  but 
^ere  not,  in  consequence  of  Squire's  dispatch? — A.  They  were  not. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Bat  Bemington  &  Sons  did  make  a  bid  under  the  proposals  which 
^H-e  to  be  opened  on  the  13th,  and,  by  permission  of  General  Dyer, 
^vithdrewit! — A.  That  is  matter  of  record. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  When  were  the  proposals  sent  into  the  Ordnance  Bureau  upon 
^bich  those  sales  of  Kemington  and  Spencer  carbines  were  made? — A. 
The  prox>osal  of  Remington  &  Sons,  for  the  Remington  carbines,  was 
dated  12th  October,  and  was  received  at  the  Ordnance  Office  12th  Oc- 
tober, 1870. 

Q.  And  so  it  was  opened  separately? — A.  It  was  not  under  an  invi- 
tation for  proposals  that  the^^  made  this  bid. 

Q.  You  say  Remington  &  Sons  sent  in  that  x)roposal  on  the  12th  of 
October,  1870.  That  proposal  was  opened,  and  the  sale  was  made 
tbtTeupon,  was  it? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Is  that  proposal  here? — A.  It  is  here  among  the  papers  I  have. 
^i*  Is  it  identitied  so  as  to  be  known  ? — A.  It  is  a  correct  copy  of  the 
orijfinalon  file  in  the  Ordnance  Office.    I  will  read  it  if  you  wish. 
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By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  When  you  say  that  the  proposal  of  Kemington  &  Sons  for  tbese 
arms  did  not  belong  to  the  lot  which  was  not  opened  on  the  13th,  but 
postponed,  you  mean  to  say  that  the  proposal  made  by  Remington  «& 
Sons,  for  these  carbines,  was  opened  ? — A.  I  mean  to  say  that  this  is  a 
letter,  not  in  the  form  of  a  proposal  under  an  invitation  for  these  arnis, 
and  that  the  arms  here  sold  to  Eemington  were  not  enumerated  iu  the 
invitation  for  proposals  for  certain  arms,  dated  the  12th  of  October, 

Q.  Would  that  make  any  difference  as  to  the  sales  of  arms,  whether 
a  bid  be  made  without  an  invitation  or  after  an  invitation  ? — A.  I  was 
testifying  merely  to  the  effect  that  it  was  not  embraced  in  the  invitation. 

Q.  The  record  shows  that  certain  proposals  that  had  come  into  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  previous  to  the  13th  of  October,  and  were  to  be  opened 
on  that  day,  werfe  not  opened,  in  consequence  of  the  discovery  that  Kem- 
ington &  Sons  were  agents  of  the  French  Government,  i^ow  it  appears 
that  a  proposal  for  the  carbines  was  made  by  Kemington  &  Sons  on  the 
l^th  of  October,  and  that  that  i)roposal  was  opened,  does  it  not? — A. 
Here  is  the  letter  dated  the  12th  of  October;  it  is  not  a  formal  proposal 
under  the  invitation. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Bead  the  letter,  ai^l  that  will  show  what  it  is. — A.  It  is — 

"General  A.  B.Dyer,  U.  S.  A., 

"  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Ordnance^  17.  S.  A. : 

''  Sir  :  Learning  from  you  that  you  will  not  take  a  less  price,  wo  hereby 
offer  you  fifteen  dollars  each  for  all  the  Kemington  old-model  carbines 
(belonging  to  the  U.  S.  Government)  which  are  of  .50  caliber,  provided 
said  guns  be  accompanied  by  the  requisite  number  of  cartridges,  (500  to 
each  gun,)  at  the  rate  of  eighteen  dollars  per  thousand. 

"E.  KEMINGTON  &  SONS, 
« Per  W.  C.  SQUIRE." 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  was  a  private  proposal  made  for  that  class,  but  was  not  like 
that  where  bids  were  proposed  for  the  13,000  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Were  there  any  other  such  private  proposals  ? — A.  Yes,  s.r ;  here 
is  one  made  by  Kemington  &  Sons,  dated  October  11, 1870  : 

"New  York,  Octohej- 11,  1870. 

"Colonel  S.  Crispin,  U.  S.  A.,  ■ 

Ordnance  Agency  in  New  York : 

"Sir:  Referring  to  our  bid  to  you  for  Spencer  rifles  or  carbines,  with 
cartridges  proper  for  same,  as  submitted  by  the  writer  on  the  9th  instant, 
we  would  say  that  iu  consequence  of  our  having  learned  that  a  consid- 
erable quantity  of  Spencers  have  been  sold  by  you  at  $23  each,  and 
that  there  are  various  persons  trjing  to  engage  your  surplus  arms  of 
this  kind  with  a  view  to  securing  advanced  prices  from  which  the  Gov- 
ernment will  derive  no  benefit,  and  which  will  simply  put  up  prices  to 
your  and  our  legitimate  customers  and  cause  delay,  at  the  same  time 
continually  jeoparding  the  prospect  of  a  final  disposition  of  the  arms; 
therefore  we  do  now  offer  you  $25  25  per  arm,  for  all  Spencer  rifles  and 
Spencer  carbines  of  calibers  .50  and  .52,  up  to  the  number  of  19,440, 
which  the  United  States  Government  may  have  of  good  quality  and  in 
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/rood  order,  aud  for  which  the  proper  ammunition  can  be  furnished,  at 
the  rate  of  500  cartridges  to  each  arm,  and  will  be  so  furnished  by  the 
Government  in  case  of  sale  of  said  arms. 

"We  also  offer  you  $18  25  per  thousand  for  the  requisite  quantity  of 
ammunition  as  aforesaid. 

"We  want  the  charge  for  cases  and  for  delivery  at  such  wharf  as  we 
may  designate  in  the  city  of  New  York  to  be  included  in  the  price, 
whatever  may  be  the  prices  eventually  determined  upon.  We  also  de- 
sire United  States  inspectors'  certiticates  of  quality  and  condition  of 
said  goods  at  the  time  of  delivery. 
"  Bespectfnlly,  yours, 

"  E.  REMINGTON  &  SONS, 
"  Per  W.  C.  SQUIRE.'' 

The  Chairman.  Now  read  the  indorsement. 

The  Witness.  The  indorsement  on  that  of  October  11,  just  read, 
is: 

'^U.  S.  Ordnance  Agency, 
"  New  Yof%  October  11, 1870. 

"Respectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  for  the  information 
and  action  of  the  Department. 

*'  S.  CRISPIN, 
H  Brevet  Colonel^  U.  S.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 

"  Received  O.  O.  Oct.  12, 1870." 

The  following  iudorsement  also  appears : 

'*  Ordnance  Office,  October  12, 1870. 

*' Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  with  the  recom- 
mendation that  authority  be  given  for  the  acceptance  of  this  offer  for 
all  the  Spencer  carbines  cal.  .52,  and  all  of  caliber  .50  in  excess  of  5,000 ; 
and  of  the  cartridges  for  the  same,  to  the  extent  and  at  the  price  herein 
offered. 

"A.  B.  DYER, 

"  Chief  of  Ordnance. 
"Approved. 

"WM.  W.BELKNAP, 
^^ Secretary  of  War.^ 

By  Mr.  AMES: 

Q.  What  date  is  that  order  of  Colonel  Crispin? — A.  October  12, 1870. 
That  is  his  indorsement. 

The  Chaibman.  Read  the  indorsement  on  the  other  letter. — A.  The 
indorsement  on  the  letter  of  October  12,  is: 

'*  Ordnance  Office,  October  12, 1870. 

"  Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  offer  for  these 
arms  is  deemed  a  fair  one,  and  its  acceptance  recommended. 

"A.  B.  DYER, 

^^  Chief  of  Ordnance. 
^'AppjDved. 

**WM.  W.  BFCLKNAP, 

*'''S(C)'ci(iry  of   War, 

**  OCTOBEII  13,  187(».'' 
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By  Mn  ScHURZ : 

Q.  It  appears  from  what  you  say  that  there  were  two  proposals  made 
by  Kemington  &  Sons.  Were  there  any  private  proposals  made  by 
other  parties  at  the  same  time  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.  As  I  stated,  I  am 
not  familiar  with  the  records  of  the  office  covering  that  time. 
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Exhibit  No.  2. 

[November  25, 1867.] 

Oovernment  sale  q/  small-arms  and  other  public  property. 

By  authority  of  the  War  Department,  will  be  sold  at  Leavenworth 
arsenal,  Kansas,  by  public  auction,  the  following  ordnance  and  ordnance 
stores :  19,551  smallarins,  comprising  the  tbllowing  kinds : 

Colt's  revolving  rifles.  Whitney's  pistols. 

United  States  rifles,  model  1840.         Prussian  rifle-muskets.  • 

Enfield  rifle-muskets.  Burnside's  carbines. 

Belgian  rifle-muskets.  Cosmopolitan  carbines. 

Enfield  rifles.  Gallagher's  carbines. 

Sapper's  rifles.  Green's  carbines. 

United  States  rifle-muskets.  Hall's  carbines. 

Austrian  rifle-muskets.  Joslyn's  carbines. 

Belgian  rifle-muskets.  Maynard's  carbines. 

United  States  smooth-bore  muskets.  Menill's  carbines. 

Austrian  rifles.  Smith's  carbines. 

Adams's  pistols.  Starr's  carbines. 

Lefaucheux  pistols.  Wesson's  carbines. 

Savage's  pistols.  Austrian  carbines. 

Starr's  pistols. 

With  15,000  appurtenances,  such  as  screwdrivers,  ball-screws,  cones, 
cone-wrenches,  thumb-vises,  wipers,  ball-molds,  thongs,  gun-slings,  &c. 
Also, 

10,000  United  States  cavalry  sal>ers,  light. 

10,000  United  States  cavalry  saddles. 
1,070,000  Maynard's  primers,  and 

100,000  other  items,  comprising — 

Artillery  carriages.  '  Saddles  and  saddle-bags. 

Traveling  forges.  Breeching,  collars,  traces,  &c. 

Battery  wagons.  Gun-barrels  and  bayonets. 

Artillery  harness.  Cruppers,  valises. 

Cartridge-boxes.  Drivers'  saddles. 

Sword  and  bayonet  scabbards.  Cap-pouches. 

Cartridge-box  plates.  Shoulder-belts. 

Cartridge-box  belt-plates.  Artillery  and  cavalr3^  bridles  and 

Halters.  tools. 

Sale  to  commence  at  10  o'clock  on  Monday,  25th  of  November,  18G7. 

The  Government  reserves  the  right  to  refuse  bids. 


[May  26, 1868.] 

Sale  of  condemned  ordnance  stores  at  Watervliet  arsenal^  West  Troy^ 

JSeiD  York. 

AVill  be  sold  at  a  public  auction,  commencing  at  10  a.  ra.,  May  26, 
18G8,  a  large  quantity  of  condemned  ordnance  stores,  machines,  tools, 
&c.,  consisting  of — 

Iron  and  brass  cannon. 

Shot,  shell,  and  other  ca«t  iron. 

Small-arms,  swords,  sabers,  &c. 
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Harness  and  cavalry  equipments. 

Infantry  and  cavalry  acconterments. 

PanlinSy  backets,  old  tools,  &c. 

Also  a  large  lot  of  doors,  sashes,  frames,  and  other  parts  of  build- 
ings, tanks  for  cisterns,  &c. 

1  Allen's  patent  mortising-machine,  large  size. 

1  hand  mortising-machine,  McClintock's. 

1  vertical  saw,  Hantington's  patent. 

1  tenoning-machlne.  Fox  &  Go.'s  patent. 

1  east-iron  doable-cyUnder  blowing-machine,  with  gearing,  &c. 

1  fan-blower,  36  inches. 

1  Worthington's  dnplex  steam-pump. 

1  lift  and  force-pump,  5-inch  cylinder. 

A  catalogue  of  all  the  articles  will  be  sent  upon  application.    Terms 
of  sale,  cash. 

P.  Y.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  of  Ordnance^  Brevet  Brig.  Oen.  IT.  8.  -4..,  Coin^g  Arsenal. 


[Aagast  26, 1868.] 

National  Armory, 
Springfield^  Mass.,  August  26, 1868. 

By  order  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  following  con- 
demned ordnance  stores  will  be  offered  at  public  auction,  at  the  Na- 
tional Armory^  Springfield,  Mass.,  Tuesday,  September  29, 1868,  at  10 
o^clock  a.  m.,  viz : 


Small-arms,  various  models. 

Acconterments. 

Horse  equipments. 

Parts  of  artillery  bits. 

Parts  of  arms,  various  models. 

Old  tools  and  machinery. 

Borax,  tallow. 

Wrought  and  cast  scrap-iron. 

Scrap-steel,  grindstones. 

Catalogues  giving  quantities,  &c.,  can  be  had  on  or  after  September  5, 
by  applying  to  the  ofiicer  commanding. 

J.  G.  BENTON, 
Brevet  Colonel^  Commanding. 


Gun-stocks,  various  stages. 

Old  vises,  old  rope. 

One  mowing-machine. 

Lot  of  window-frames. 

Lot  of  window-sash. 

Lot  of  window-shutters  and  blinds. 

Horse-carts,  gun-boxes. 

One  old  shed,  &c.,  &c. 


[September  25, 1868.] 

Suspension  of  Government  sales  of  condemned  ordnance  stores. 

United  States  Oednance  Agency, 
Comer  of  Houston  and  Greene  streets,  New  YorJc^  Sept.  25, 1868. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  all  sales  of  condemned  ordnance  stores, 
now  advertised  to  take  place  at  the  several  arsenals  and  armories  of 
the  United  States,  have  been  suspended  by  authority  of  the  War  De- 
partment, until  fiirther  orders. 

S.  CEISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  U.  8.  4.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 
5  s  A 
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[Angnst  29, 18G8.J 

Sale  of  condemned  ordna)ice  and  ordnance  stores^  and  other  materials^  at 

Saint  Louis  arsenal^  Saint  Louis^  Missouri. 

Saint  Lottts  Arsenal,  August  29, 1868. 

Will  be  offered  for  sale,  at  public  auction,  commencing  at  10  o'clock 
a.  m.,  October  5, 1868,  a  large  quantity  of  condemned  ordnance  stores, 
and  other  articles,  consisting  of— 

Iron  cannon,  artillery  carriages,  and  cannon-balls,  artillery  implements 
and  equipments. 

Carbines,  muskets,  rifles,  pistols,  shot-guns,  swords,  and  sabers. 

Infantry  and  cavalry  accouterments. 

Horse-equipments,  consisting  of  saddles,  bridles,  halters,  &c. 

Artillery  harness  and  parts  of  harness. 

Leather,  brass,  copper,  and  iron  scrap. 

Gannon,  mortar,  musket,  and  rifle-powder,  and  miscellaneous  articles. 

An  opportunity  will  be  offered  by  this  sale  for  towns  and  associations 
or  individuals  to  purchase  guns  and  carriages  which  may  be  used  for 
salute  purposes. 

A  catalogue  of  the  articles  to  be  sold  will  be  furnished  upon  applica- 
tion at  this  arsenal,  or  at  the  Ordnance  Office,  Washington,  D.  G. 

Terms,  cash ;  10  per  cent,  on  the  day  of  sale,  and  the  remainder  when 
the  property  is  delivered. 

Thirty  days  will  be  allowed  for  the  removal  of  heavy  ordnance.  All 
other  stores  will  be  required  to  be  removed  within  ten  days  from  close 
of  sale.  Packing-boxes  to  be  paid  for  at  a  stated  price,  to  be  determined 
by  the  commanding  officer. 

The  officer  making  the  sale  reserves  the  right  to  bid  in  and  suspend 
the  sale  whenever  the  bidding  does  not  come  up  to  the  limit  that  may 
be  fixed  by  proper  authority  on  some  of  the  articles,  or  whenever  the 
interests  of  the  United  States,  in  his  opinion,  may  be  subserved  by  so 
doing. 

F.  D.  GALLENDER, 
£vt  Hrig.  Gen.  U.  S.  A.,  Lieut.  CoL  of  Ord.^  Com^d^g  Arsenal. 


[September  4, 183S.] 

Public  sale  i^  condemned  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores. 

9 

Bock  IsIuAnd  Arsenal, 

September  4, 1868. 

A  large  amount  of  condemned  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  will  be 
offered  for  sale  at  public  auction,  at  the  Bock  Island  arsenal,  Illinois, 
on  Wednesday,  the  14th  day  of  October,  1868,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.    The 
following  list  comprises  some  of  the  principal  articles  to  be  sold,  viz : 
26  iron  guns,  various  caliber. 
3,400  pounds  shot,  shells,  &c. 
820  field-carriages. 
205  sets  of  artilleiy  harness. 
698  carbines,  various  models. 
3,273  muskets  and  rifles,  various  models. 
235  revolvers,  various  models. 
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40,000  sets  of  infantry  accoaterments. 
2,000  McGlellan  saddles. 
3,000  curb-bridles. 
6,000  watering-bridles. 

Persons  wishing  complete  lists  of  the  stores  to  be  sold  can  obtain 
them  by  application  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  at  Washington,  D.  C. ; 
of  Brevet  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  United  States  Army,  purchasing  officer, 
comer  of  Houston  and  Greene  streets,  New  York  City,  or  by  applica- 
tion to  .this  arsenal. 

T.  J.  RODMAN, 
Lieut,  Col.  Ord.j  Bvt  Brig,  Gen,^  U,  8.  A.,  Corn'Wg, 


[  September  24, 1868.  ] 

Sale  of  condemned  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores. 

Office  of  United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 
Cor.  Houston  and  Geeenb  sts.,  (entrance  on  Greene,) 

New  York  City,  September  24, 1868— P.  0.  Box  1811. 

Sealed  proposals,  in  daplicate,  will  be  received  at  this  office  nntil  Sat- 
urday, October  24, 1868,  at  12  m.,  for  the  purchasing  of  condemned  can- 
non, shot,  shell,  scrap,  wrought  and  cast  iron,  brass,  and  other  ordnance 
stores,  located  at  the  following  points  on  the  Atlantic  coast,  to  wit :  Fort 
Hamilton  and  redoubt,  Forts  Wadsworth,  Lafayette,  Columbus,  and 
Schuyler,  and  Castle  Williams,  in  New  York  Harbor;  Fort  Trumbull, 
Kew  London  Harbor,  Connecticut;  Forts  Adams und  Walcott,  Kewpojt 
Harbor,  Bhode  Island;  Fort  Constitution,  Portsmouth  Harbor,  Kew 
Hampshire ;  Fort  Knox,  Bucksport,  and  Forts  Preble  and  Scammel, 
Portland  Harbor,  Maine;  Forts  Pickens  and  Barrancas,  Pensacola  Har- 
bor, Florida ;  Mobile,  and  Forts  Oaines  and  Morgan,  Mobile  Harbor, 
Alabama. 
This  sale  contemplates  the  disposition  of— 

Seventy-nine  cannon  in  New  York  Harbor,  estimated  as  weighing 
437,033  pounds. 

Twen^-€ight  cannon  in  Portland  Harbor,  estimated  as  weighing 
108,500  pounds. 

Forty-two  cannon  in  Newport  Harbor,  estimated  as  weighing  269,500 
pounds. 

Nineteen  cannon  in  New  London  Harbor,  estimated  as  weighing  96,605 
pounds. 

One  hundred  and  nineteen  cannon  in  Pensacola  Harbor,  estimated  as 
weighing  811,687  pounds.    • 

IVenty  cannon  in  Mobile  Harbor,  estimated  as  weighing  169,400 
pounds. 

Twenty  cannon  in  Portsmouth  Harbor,  New  Hampshire,  estimated  as 
weighing  109,962  pounds. 

Also,  smaller  lots  at  Fort  Niagara,  Youngstown,  New  York ;  Fort  On- 
tario, Oswego,  New  York ;  and  Sackett's  Harbor,  New  York, 

The  condemned    shot  and  shell,  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to 
1,196,454  x>ounds,  are  in  quantity  at  each  of  the  above-mentioned  forts. 
Also,  scrap  wrought  iron,  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to  468,381 
pounds. 

Full  and  complete  catalogues  of  the  property  offered  can  be  had  on 
application  at  this  office,  the  Ordnance  Office  at  Washington,  and  to 
the  commanding  officer  of  the  different  forts. 
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Terms,  cash ;  ten  per  cent,  on  the  day  of  sale,  and  the  remainder 
when  the  property  is  delivered.  Thirty  days  will  be  allowed  for  the  re- 
moval of  heavy  ordnance.  All  other  stores  will  be  required  to  be  re- 
moved within  ten  days  from  close  of  sale. 

The  Ordnance  Department  reserves  the  right  to  reject  all  bids  not 
deemed  satisfactory. 

Prior  to  the  acceptance  of  any  bid,  it  will  have  to  be  approved  by  the 
War  Department. 

Bidders  will  state  explicitly  the  fort  or  forts  where  they  will  accept 
stores,  and  the  namber  and  kinds  they  propose  to  parchase.  Deliveries 
will  only  be  made  at  the  forts. 

Proposals  will  be  addressed  to  Brevet  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  major  of 
ordnance,  U.  S.  A.,  indorsed,  ^^  Proposals  for  purchasing  condemned 
ordnance  and  ordnance  stores.^' 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel j  U.  S.  4.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 


[December  14,  1868.] 

Oovernnient  sale  at  the  National  Armory, 

By  order  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  following  con- 
demned onlnance  stores  will  -be  offered  at  public  auction  at  the  National 
Armory,  Springfield,  Massachusetts,  Monday.  December  14, 1868,  at  10 
o'clock  a.  m.,  viz : 

Small-arms,  various  models.  Machinery. 

Horse-equipments.  Scrap-steel. 

Parts  of  artillery  bits.  Old  grindstones. 

Accouterments.  Gun-stocks,  various  stages. 

Parts  of  arms,  various  models.  Old  vises. 

Old  tools.  Lot  window-frames. 

Borax.  Sash  and  blinds. 

Old  rope.  One  mowing-machine. 

Scrap-iron,  "wrought  and  cast."  Horse-carts. 

Tallow.  One  old  shed,  &c. 

Catalogues,  giving  quantity,  &c.,  have  already  been  furnished.  Par- 
ties who  have  not  received  them  will  be  supplied  by  applying  to  the 
commanding  officer. 

J.  R.  McGKNESS, 

Brevet  Majors  Commanding, 


[November  17, 1868.} 

Sale  of  ordnance  stores. 

Watertown  Arsenal,  Massachusetts,  November  17, 1868. 

By  direction  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  following  con- 
demned ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  will  be  offered  at  public  auction 
at  the  Watertown  Arsenal,  Massachusetts,  on  Thursday,  the  17th  De- 
cember, at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  viz : 

54  cast-iron  cannon.  Muskets,  rifles,  and  swords. 

Artillery    implements    and  equip-  Inflantry  equipments, 
ments.  Spare  parts  of  small-arms. 
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1  boring-macbine.  Blacksmiths',  carpenters^  and  fin- 

1  vertical  drill.  ishers'  tools. 

1  hand  force-pump.  Scrap  iron  and  steel. 

Catalognes,  giving  more  detailed  information,  can  be  had  by  applica- 
tion at  the  arsenal,  or  at  the  Ordnance  OflSce,  Washington  City. 

C.  P.  KINGSBURY, 
Brevet  Brigadier  General^  Commanding, 


[November  14, 1868.] 

Public  sale  of  condemned, ordnance  and  ordnance  stores. 

Frankf.oed  Arsenal,  Bridesburg, 

Pennsylvania^  November  14, 1868. 

A  large  amount  of  condemned  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  wUl  be 
offered  for  sale  at  public  auction,  at  the  Frankford  arsenal,  Philadelphia, 
on  Monday,  the  21st  day  of  December,  1868,  at  10^  o'clock  a.  m.  The 
following  list  comprises  some  of  the  principal  articles  to  be  sold,  viz : 

19  iron-brass  guns,  various  calibers. 
1,419,000  pounds  of  shot,  shell,  &c. 

8,411  muskets,  carbines,  rifles,  &c.,  various  models. 
90,000  x>ound8  of  gunpowder. 
31,775  lots  of  infantry  accouterments. 
4,746  lots  of  cavalry  accouterments. 
427  saddles. 
715  curb-bridles. 
404  watering-bridles. 
422  halters. 

Persons  wishing  complete  list  of  the  stores  to  l>e  sold  can  obtain  them 
by  application  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  at  Washington,  D.  0.,  or 
Brevet  Colonel  Crispin,  United  States  Army,  purchasing  officer,  corner 
of  Houston  and  Greene  streets,  New  York  City,  or  by  direct  application 
to  this  arsenal. 

S.  V.  BERRIET, 
Brevet  Lieutenant  Colonel^  U.  8,  A.,  Commanding. 


[December,  1868.] 

Sale  of  eondenmed  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores. 

Will  be  sold  at  public  auction,  at  Fort  Monroe  arsenal,  Old  Point  Com- 
fort, Virginia,  on  Monday,  the  28th  day  of  December,  1868,  at  10  o'clock 
a.  m.,  a  large  quantity  of  stores,  consisting  in  part  of  the  following  ar- 
ticles, viz : 

219  field,  siege,  and  sea-coast  cannon,  howitzers,  and  mortars,  cast  iron 
(217)  and  bronze,  (2,)  of  various  calibers. 

67  wroughi-iron  gnn-carriges  and  cast-iron  mortar-beds. 

Large  quantity  of  artillery  implements  and  equipments. 

13,249  shot,  shell,  spherical  case,  stands  of  grape  and  canister  for 
Bmooth-bore  and  rifled  guns  of  various  calibers. 

36  foreign  model  arms  of  various  calibers. 

10  Bumside's  Carbines,  in  good  order. 
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189  rifled  muskets,  altered  to  percussion,  caliber  .69,  in  good  order. 
348  foot-artillery  swords,  in  good  order. 
735  Springfield  rifle-muskets,  caliber  .G8. 
.  27  rifles,  assorted. 
13  sporting-rifles  and  shot-guns. 
68  light^artillery  sabers. 

272  non-commissioned  officers  and  musicians'  swords. 
Infantry  accouterments,  horse-equipments  and  small-arm  appendages. 
Artillery  and  cavalry  bits  and  iron  parts  for  field-carriages. 
27,678  cartridge-bags,  (flannel  and  serge.) 
Eope  and  jcoru  sacks. 
Blacksmiths-,  carpenters',  saddlers',  and  armorers'  tools,  &c. 

Thirty  days  will  be  allowed  for  the  removal  of  cannon ;  fourteen  days 
for  all  other  stores. 

Terms  of  sale. — Ten  per  cent,  cash  to  be  paid  on  the  day  of  sale,  balance 
on  delivery  of  the  goods. 

A  catalogue  of  the  articles  to  be  sold  will  be  furnished  upon  applica- 
tion at  this  arsenal,  or  at  the  Ordnance  Office,  Washington,  D.  C. 

The  officer  making  the  sale  reserves  the  right  to  bid  in  and  suspend 
the  sale  whenever  the  bidding  does  not  come  up  to  the  limit  that  may 
be  fixed  by  proper  authority  on  some  of  the  articles,  or  whenever  the 
interests  of  the  United  States,  in  his  opinion,  may  be  subserved  by  so 
doing. 

T.  G.  BAYLOR, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  Brevet  Colonel^  U.  8.  A.,  Commanding, 


[February  IS,  18G9.] 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

CoENEE  Houston  and  Obeene  streets, 

(Enteance  on  Greene,)  P.  O.  Box  No.  1811, 

New  Yorlc,  February  18, 1869. 

Sealed  proposals  (in  duplicate)  will  be  received  at  this  office  until 
Saturday,  March  27, 1869,  at  12  m.,  for  purchasing  in  quantities  the  fol- 
lowing kinds  of  ordnance  stores,  now  on  hand  at  the  different  arsenals 
in  the  United  States : 

metallic  primed. 

Cartridges  for  Spencer  carbine,  cal.  .50  and  .52. 
Cartridges  for  Ballard's  carbine. 
Cartridges  for  Henry  carbine. 
Cartridges  for  Eemington  carbine,  cal.  .44. 
Cartridges  for  Warner's  carbine. 

LINEN. 

Cartridges  for  Sharp's  carbine,  cal.  .52. 
Cartridges  for  Starr's  carbine,  cal.  .54. 

PAPER. 

United  States  musket  cartridges,  E  ball,  cal.  .54. 
United  States  musket  cartridges,  £  ball,  cal.  .58. 
Bifled-musket  cartridges,  E  ball,  cal.  .69  and  .71. 
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United  States  mnsket  cartridges,  roand  ball,  cal.  .69. 

United  States  mnsket  cartridges,  back  and  ball,  cal.  .69. 

Colt's  pistol  cartridges,  cal.  .44. 

Coitus  pistol  cartridges,  cal.  .36. 

Smith's  carbine  cartridges,  rubber  and  metal. 

Bnmside's  carbine  cartridges,  metal,  caliber  .56. 

Parrott  &  Hotchkiss's  projectile  for  all  caliber  of  cannon. 

Bound  shot,  shell,  canister,  and  spherical  case,  for  all  calibers. 

Also,  fixed  ammunition  for  the  same. 

Musket  percussion-caps  from  broken-up  ammunition. 

The  Ordnance  Department  reserves  the  right  to  reject  all  bids  not 
deemed  satisfactory.  Prior  to  the  acceptance  of  any  bid,  it  will  have  to 
be  approved  by  the  War  Department. 

Terms  cash ;  ten  per  cent,  on  the  day  of  sale,  and  the  remainder  when 
the  property  is  delivered.  Twenty"  days  will  be  allowed  for  the  removal 
of  stores. 

Bidders  will  state  explicitly  the  point  or  points  where  they  will  accept 
stores.    Deliveries  will  only  be  made  at  the  arsenals. 

Samples  can  be  seen  at  this  office,  or  at  any  of  the  arsenals  in  the 
United  States. 

Proposals  will  be  addressed  to  the  undersigned,  and  indorsed  '^  Pro- 
posals for  purchasing  ordnance  stores." 

For  further  information  apply  to  the  undersigned. 

S.  CEISPIK, 
Brevet  Colonel^  Z7.  8.  -d.,  Major  of  Ordnance, 


[February  23, 1869.] 

Public  sale  of  condemned  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores. 

Saint  Louis  Arsenal,  Saint  Louis,  Missouei, 

February  23, 1869. 

Will  be  offered  for  sale,  at  public  auction,  at  the  Saint  Louis  arsenal, 
Saint  Louis,  Missouri,  commencing  on  Monday,  the  12th  day  of  April,  1869, 
at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  a  large  amount  of  condemned  ordnance  and  ordnance 
stores,  &c.,  consisting  in  part  of  the  following  articles,  viz : 

51  cast-iron  field-guns,  with  carriages  and  implements. 
199  cast-iron  guns,  various,  total  weight  about  530  tons. 
480  tons  cannon-balls,  6  to  42-pounders. 
80  artillery  carriages,  Tarious. 
600  sets  artillery  wheel-harness,  for  two  horses. 
4,300  sporting  rifles  and  shot-guns,  various. 
10,233  carbines  and  rifles,  various. 
14,411  sabers  and  swords,  various. 
123,000  cartridge-boxes,  various. 
15,000  cavalry  saddles,  various. 
3,000  artillery  saddles,  various. 
23,100  curb-bridles,  various. 

10,000  watering-bridles,  various.  \ 

15,000  halters,  various. 
14,480  leattier  traces,  various. 
401,985  pounds  of  cannon-powder. 


72        SALE  or  ARMS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT. 

• 

828,450  pounds  of  mortar-powder. 
777,680  pounds  of  mnsket-powder. 
18,200  pounds  of  rifle-powder. 
159,840  pounds  of  damaged  powder. 
90,834,000  musket  and  pistol  percussion-caps. 

Wrought  and  cast  iron  scrap,  &c.,  &c. 

Persons  desiring  catalogues  of  the  stores  to  be  sold,  can  obtain  them 
by  application  to  the  Ohief  of  Ordnance,  at  Washington,  D.  C,  of  Brevet 
Colonel  S.  Crispin,  XJ.  S.  A.,  purchasing  agent,  comer  Houston  and  Greene 
streets,  Kew  York,  or  ux>on  application  at  this  arsenal. 

F.  D.  CALLBNDEE, 
Lieut  Col,  of  Ord,j  and  Brevet  Brig.  Oeneral  J7.  8.  -4..,  Com. 


[Febraary  16, 1869.] 

Government  sale. 

Allegheny  Absenal,  February  16, 1869. 

Will  be  sold  at  public  auction,  by  H.  B.  Smithson^  auctioneer,  at 
Allegheny  arsenal,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania,  commencing  at  10  o'clock 
a.  m.,  Wednesday,  March  24, 1869,  the  following  articles,  viz : 

28  cast-iron  cannon. 
16,394  solid  shot,  (round.) 

2,829  stands  of  grape  and  canister. 

3,827  carbines,  new,  repaired,  rusty,  &c. 

3,127  XJ.  S.  rifles,  cal.  .54  and  .58,  repaired,  rusty,  &c. 

4,377  Enfldd  muskets,  repaired* 

4,319  foreign  muskets  and  rifles,  rusty,  &c. 

3,130  XT.  S.  muskets,  cal.  .69,  rusty,  &c. 

2,279  pistols  and  revolvers,  new,  repaired,  and  rusty. 

4,000  sets  of  infantry  accouterments,  (old.) 
33,182  pounds  of  cannon,  musket,  ana  rifle  powder. 
190,000  pistol-cartridges,  (Lefaucheux  &  Wesson's.) 
1,300,000  Maynard's  and  Sharps'  primers. 

6,282  musket-bayonets. 
130,000  pounds  of  scrap  iron,  cast  and  wrought. 
A  lot  of.  appendages  and  parts  of  muskets. 
A  lot  of  tools  for  blacksmiths,  carpenters,  &c. 
A  lot  of  packing-boxes,  &c. 

Catalogues  of  the  above  can  be  obtained  on  application  to  the  under- 
signed.   . 

Purchasers  will  be  required  to  remove  the  property  within  ten  days 
after  the  sale.    Terms,  cash. 

E.  H.  K.  WHITELEY, 
Brevet  Brigadier  Oeneral  U.  8.  A. 


[January  25, 1869.] 

Public  sale  of  condemned  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores. 

Bock  Island  Assenal,  January  25, 1869. 

A  large  quantity  of  condemned  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  will  be 
offered  for  sale  at  public  auction  at  Bock  Island  arsenal,  Illinois,  on 
Wednesday,  April  7, 1869,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 
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The  following  comprise  some  of  the  principal  articles  to  be  sold,  viz : 

23  iron  cannon,  varions  calibers. 
1,100  ileld  carriages  and  limbers. 

190  sets  of  artillery  harness. 
10,000  ponnds  shot  and  shell. 
45,000  sets  of  infantry  accontermeuts. 
2,200  McGlellan  saddles. 

700  artillery  saddles. 
2,000  halters. 

700  saddle-blankets. 
6,000  watering-bridles. 
2,400  cavalry  cnrb-bridles. 
2,200  artillery  traces  and  harness. 

Persons  wishing  catalogues  of  the  stores  to  be  sold  can  obtain  them 
by  application  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  at  Washington,  D.  0.,  or  Brevet 
Colonel  S.  Crispin,  United  States  Army,  purchasing  officer,  comer  of 
Houston  and  Greene  streets,  "New  York  City,  or  upon  application  at 
this  arsenal. 

T.  J.  EODMAIT, 
Lieut  Col.  Ordnance^  Brev.  Brig,  Oen,  TJ.  8.  A,j  Commanding. 


[Jaly  3, 1869.] 

PropoMiU. 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 
Corner  Houston  and  Greene  Streets, 

(Entrance  on  Greene,)  P.  O.  Box  No.  1811 , 

Sew  rorJfc,  July  3, 1869, 

Sealed  proposals  (in  dnplicate)  will  be  received  at  this  office  until 
Wednesday,  August  4, 1869,  at  12  m.,  for  purchasing  from  the  United 
States,  in  quantities,  tiie  following  kinds  of  ordnance  stores,  to  wit : 

100,000  Springfield  rifled  muskets,  caliber  .58,  new. 

100,000  Springfield  rifled  muskets,  caliber  .68,  cleaned  and  repaired. 

5,000  Spencer  carbines,  new  model,  caliber  .50,  new. 

5,000  Spencer  carbines,  old  model,  caliber  .52,  new. 

5,000  Spencer  carbines,  accouterments  ^^Blakeslie's,"  new. 

5,000  Spencer  carbines,  accouterments  <<  other  models,"  new. 

The  Ordnance  Department  reserves  the  right  to  reject  all  bids  not 
deemed  satisfactory.  Prior  to  the  acceptance  of  any  bid,  it  will  have  to 
be  approved  by  the  War  Department. 

Terms,  cash,  in  United  States  Government  funds.  Deliveries  will  be 
made  at  New  York  City,  and  thirty  days  will  be  allowed  for  the  removal 
of  stores. 

Proposals  will  be  addressed  to  the  undersigned,  and  indorsed  <<  Pro- 
posals for  purchasing  ordnance  stores.''  For  further  information  apply 
to  the  undersigned. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 
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[April  21, 1869.] 

Oovernment  sale. 

At  tlie  Augusta  arsenal,  near  Augusta,  Georgia,  on  the  2Ist  of  April, 
1869,  commencing  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  the  following  articles  will  be  sold 
at  public  auction,  viz : 

29,000  pounds  unfinished  (mill-cake)  powder.  Confederate  States  man- 
ufacture, Augusta  Mills,  1865. 
4,000  pounds  blasting,  powder,  damaged. 
4,000  pounds  powder,  mixed  sizes. 
23,045  pounds  wrought-iron  scrap — axles  and  tires — obtained  from 

breaking  up  gun-carriages. 
20,034  pounds  cast-iron  scrap. 
8,464  pounds  cast  iron — field  shot  and  shell. 
8,028  pounds  gun-boat  iron  plates,  2 J  by  7  inches,  by  (8  and  10  feet) 

292  pounds  scrap  brass. 
1,000  pounds  sheet  tin,  damaged. 

412  pounds  type  metal. 
12,896  pounds  woolen  rags. 
1,691  pounds  cotton  rags. 
212  cavalry  and  artillery  blankets,  worn  and  damaged. 
70,000  unfilled  canister  tins  and  cartridge-box  tins. 
70,000  yards  of  gray  webbing,  (one  inch  wide,  for  manufacture  of 

halters  and  reins,)  new,  and  of  good  quality. 
4,000  yards  of  the  same,  two  inches  wide. 
880  gross  white  bone  buttons,  English  manufacture,  new  and  of 

good  quality. 
520  gross  new  iron  buckles  and  rings,  for  harness,  &c. 
23  citizens'  saddles,  with  a  large  lot  of  halters,  bridles,  spurs,  &c. 
A  large  lot  of  artillery  harness,  with  spare  traces,  hames,  breast- 
straps,  breechings,  harness  irons,  &c. 

A^lot  of  spare  implements  and  equipments,  tools,  &c.,  for  field  bat- 
teries. 

A  lot  of  old  machines  and  worn-out  carpenters',  blacksmiths',  and 
saddlers'  tools. 

A  few  old  carbines,  muskets,  with  a  lot  of  spare  parts  and  append- 
ages for  the  same. 

Catalogues  of  the  above  stores  can  be  obtained  from  the  Ordnance 
Office,  Washinglx)n  ;  from  the  commanding  officer,  Frankford  arsenal, 
near  Philadelphia ;  from  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  ordnance  agency,  comer  of 
Houston  and  Greene  streets,  New  Tork  City.  Stores  to  be  removed 
within  ten  days. 
Terms,  cash. 

D.  W.  FLAGLER, 
Captain  of  OrdnancCy  Brevet  Lieut  CoLj  U.  S.  A.,  Commanding. 


[September  4,  1869.] 

Proposals. 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

Corner  Houston  and  Greene  Sts., 
(Entrance  on  Greene  St.,)  P.  O.  Box  1811, 

New  Yorh^  September  4, 1869. 

Sealed  proposals  (in  duplicate)  will  be  received   at  this  office  until 
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Thursday,  Oct.  7, 1869,  at  12  m.,  for  purchasing  from  the  United  States 
the  following  ordnance  stores,  to  wit : 

20,000  scarlet  blankets.  20,000  blue  blankets. 

25,000  horse-brushes.  20,000  currycombs. 

20,000  surcingles.  2,500  girths. 

6,000  yards  webbing.  10,000  yards  planters'  linen. 
30,000  yards  36-inch  cartridge  serge.  2,000  yards  linen  duck, 
25,000  yards  38-inch  cartridge  serge.  1,000  pounds  saddlers'  thread. 

1,000  yards  flannel.  600  yards  ticking. 

2,500  pounds  tow.  500  pounds  cartridge  twine. 

300  pounds  white  yarn.  400  pounds  collar  leather. 

5,000  x>ound3  skirting  leather.  75  calf-skins. 

5,000  pounds  harness  leather.  45  morocco  skins. 

4,700  pounds  russet  leather.  500  pounds  bridle  leather. 

120  pounds  gusset  leather.  150  pounds  deer's  hair. 

SOO  pounds  gum  arable.  19  quarts  laudanum. 

25  pounds  orpiment.  10  pounds  prussiate  of  potash. 
10  pounds  sulphate  of  potash. 

The  Ordnance  Department  reserves  the  right  to  reject  all  bids  not 
deemed  satisfactory.  Prior  to  the  acceptance  of  any  bid  it  will  have  to 
be  approved  by  the  War  Department.  Terms,  cash,  in  Government 
funds. 

These  stores  are  on  hand  at  Watervliet  arsenal,  West  Troy,  K  Y. 
Bidders  will  state  in  their  bids  whether  they  will  receive  the  goods  at 
New  York  City  or  West  Troy,  N.  Y.  Thirty  days  will  be  allowed  for 
removal  of  the  stores; 

Proposals  will  be  addressed  to  the  undersigned,  and  indorsed  «*  Pro- 
posals for  purchasing  ordnance  stores." 

Samples  can  be  seen  at  Watervliet  arsenal  or  at  this  agency. 

For  further  information  apply  to  the  undersigned. 

S.  CRISPm, 
Brevet- Colonel,  TT.  S.  -1.,  Major  of  Ordnande. 


[November  22,  18G9.] 

Proposah. 

United  States  Okdnanoe  Agency, 
CoENEB  Houston  and  Greene  Streets, 
(Entrance  on  Greene  St.,)  P.  O.  Box  No.  1811, 

Few  TorJc,  November  22, 1869. 

Sealed  proposals  (in  daplicate)  will  be  received  at  this  office  until  the 
hoar  of  2  p.  m.  on  the  22d  day  of  December,  1869,  for  purchasing  from 
the  United  States  the  following  ordnance  stores,  to  \v4t : 

iO,000  Enfield  rifle-muskets,  cal.  .577,  new. 

3,000  United  States  flinMock  maskets,  cal.  .69,  serviceable. 

5,000  Bemington  carbines,  cal.  .44,  new. 
lo,000  Starrs  army  pistols,  cal.  .44,  new. 

5,000  cavalry  sabers,  foreign,  serviceable. 

5,000  cavalry  sabers,  foreign,  first  class,  unserviceable. 

3,500  lbs.  mammoth  powder,  25  barrels  and  lU  boxes. 
68,500  lbs.  cannon  powder,  658  barrels. 

3,200  lbs.  musket  powder,  32  barrels. 


76        SALE  OP  ARMS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT. 

13,100  lbs.  mortar  powder,  131  barrels. 
7,600  lbs.  rifle  powder,  29  barrels  and  47  boxes. 
25,800  lbs.  mixed  powder,  52  barrels  and  206  boxes. 
25,000  lbs.  mixed  powder,  from  broken  ap  ammanition. 

The  Ordnance  Department  reserves  the  right  to  reject  all  bids  not 
deemed  satisfactory.  Prior  to  the  acceptance  of  any  bid,  it  will  have  to 
be  approved  by  the  War  Department. 

Terms,  cash,  in  Government  funds.  An  extra  charge  for  all  packing- 
boxes. 

The  powder  is  on  hand  at  Charleston  arsenal;  the  fiint-lock  mus- 
kets at  Benicia  arsenal,  Gal.  The  balance  of  the  stores  are  at  New 
York.  Bidders  will  state  in  their  bids  the  point  of  delivery.  The  pow- 
der will  only  be  delivered  at  the  magazines. 

Thirty  days  will  be  allowed  for  removal  of  the  stores. 

Proposals  will  be  addressed  to  the  undersigned,  and  mnst  be  indorsed 
"  Proposals  for  purchasing  ordnance  stores.'' 

Samples  can  be  seen  at  this  agency. 

For  further  information  apply  to  the  undersigned. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 


[March  7, 1870.] 

Office  United  States  Oednance  Agency, 
CoENEE  OF  Houston  and  Greene  Sts., 
(Entrance  on  Geeene  St.,)  Post-Office 
Box  No.  1811,  New  York  City,  March  7, 1870. 

Sealed  proposals  (in  duplicate)  will  be  received  at  this  office  until  the 
5th«day  of  April,  1870,  at  2  o'clock  p.  m.,  for  the  purchasing,  deliverable 
at  the  points  where  stored,  of  the  following-named  ordnance  stores,  to 
wit: 

2,193  artillery  valise  saddles,  repaired ; 

1,100  artillery  valise  saddles,  repairable ; 

5,363  artillery  collars ; 

At  Saint  Louis  arsenal,  Missouri. 

539  artillery  collars ; 

At  Eock  Island  arsenal.  Illinois. 

The  Ordnance  Department  reserves  the  right  to  reject  all  bids  not 
deemed  satisfactory.  Terms,  cash,  in  Government  funds ;  ten  per  cent, 
on  the  day  of  sale,  and  the  remainder  when  the  property  is  delivered. 
Thirty  days  will  be  alio  we  dfor  the  removal  of  the  stores. 

Proposals  to  be  addressed  to  the  undersigned,  indorsed  '<  Proposals 
for  purchasing  saddles  and  collars." 

Samples  can  be  seen  at  this  agency  or  the  arsenals.  For  further  in- 
formation apply  to  the  undersigned. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 
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[June  23, 1870.] 

Office  United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

Corner  Houston  and  Greene  Sts.,   . 
(Entrance  on  Greene,)  P.  O.  Box  18li, 

New  York  City,  June  23, 1870. 

Daring  the  months  of  July  and  August,  1870, 1  shall,  by  authority  of 
the  War  Department,  receive  sealed  bids  for  the  purchase  from  the 
United  States  Ordnance  Department  of  pig-lead  and  lead  bullets,  as  fol- 
lows, deliverable  at  the  points  herein  mentioned  only : 

On  Saturday,  July  23, 1870. 
100  tons  lead  bullets,  Frankford  arsenal. 
50  tons  lead  bullets,  Watervliet  arsenal. 
100  tons  lead  bullets,  Watertown  arsenal. 

On  Saturday,  July  30, 1870. 
100  tons  lead  bullets,  Frankford  arsenal. 
50  tons  lead  bullets,  Watervliet  arsenal. 
100  tons  lead  bullets,  Watertown  arsenal. 

On  Wednesday,  August  3,  1870. 
200  tons  pig-lead,  New  York  arsenal. 
50  tons  pig-lead,  St.  Louis  arsenal. 

On  Wednesday,  August  10, 1870. 
100  tons  lead  bullets,  Frankford  arsenal. 
100  tons  pig-lead.  New  York  arsenal. 
50  tons  pig-lead,  St.  Louis  arsenal. 

On  Wednesday,  August  17, 1870. 
!200  tons  pig-lead,  New  York  arsenal. 
50  tons  pig-lead,  St.  Louis  arsenal. 

On  Wednesday,  August  24, 1870. 
150  tons  pig-lead.  New  York  arsenal. 
100  tons  lead  bullets,  Watertown  arsenal. 
50  tons  pig-leady  St.  Louis  arsenal. 

On  Wednesday,  August  31, 1870. 
400  tons  pig-lead.  New  York  arsenal. 
50  tons  pig-lead,  St  Louis  arsenaL 

Proposals  will  be  opened  at  12  o'clock  m.,  on  the  days  and  dates 
berein  specified.  All  bids  to  be  accompanied  by  a  certified  check  or 
draft  on  New  York  for  five  per  cent,  of  the  amount  offered  for. 

Bids  must  be  indorsed  ^^  Proposals  for  lead,"  and  addressed  to  this 
office. 

T^e  Ordnance  Department  reserves  the  right  to  rcgect  any  and  all 
bids  not  deemed  satisfactory,  and  may,  at  its  option,  accept  bids  for 
amoonts  in  excess  of  the  quantities  advertised  for  sale.  Thirty  days 
will  be  allowed  for  the  payment  and  removal  of  the  lead. 

Farther  information  can  be  had  on  application  to  this  office. 

S.  CEISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 


FJuly  11, 1870.] 

National  Armoey,  Speingfteld,  Mass., 

July  11, 1870. 
Under  the  authority  of  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  bids  will  be  received 
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until  the  tcntli  of  August  for  the  following  kinds  and  amounts  (more  or 
less)  of  scrap  metals  at  this  armory,  viz : 

120,000  pounds  coarse  scrap  wrought  iron. 

9,000  pounds  trimmings  wrought  iron* 
200,000  pounds  turnings  gun-barrel  wrought  iron. 
100,000  pounds  millings  wrought  iron. 
11,000  pounds  coarse  scxap  steel. 
2,000  pounds  trimmings  steel. 

40,000  pounds  scrap  cast  iron,  (20,000  pounds  of  old  furnace-plates.) 
30,000  pounds  scrap  cast  iron,  burned. 

4,000  pounds  old  boiler-flues,  2  inches  diameter,  160  in  number. 
3  pieces  of  boilers,  with  tubing. 

The  bids  will  be  indorsed  "Proposals  for  scrap  metal,"  and  will  state 
the  price  per  pound  offered  for  each  kind.    The  right  to  reject  any  and 
all  bids,  should  they  be  unsatisfactory,  is  reserved. 
Further  information  may  be  obtained  on  application  to  this  armorv. 

J.  G.  BENTON, 
Brevet  Colonely  Commanding. 


[October  17,  1870.] 

Proposals  for  the  sale  of  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores. 

Ordnance  Office,  Wab  Depabtment, 
Washington^  D.  C,  October  17,  1870. 

Sealed  proposals  will  be  received  at  this  office  until  2  o'clock  p.  m. 
on  Saturday,  the  29th  day  of  October,  1870,  for  the  purchase  of  the  fol- 
lowing ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  viz : 

2,500  breech-loading  muskets,  caliber  .58,  with  cartridges  for  same. 

1)000  Ball's  repeating  carbines,  caliber  .50,  with  ammunition. 

2,500  Gallagher's  carbines,  adapted  for  Spencer  ammunition. 

4,000  Maynard's  carbines,  with  500  rounds  of  ammunition  per  gun. 

1,000  Palmer's  carbines,  caliber  .44,  with  ammunition. 

3,600  Eemington  carbines,  caliber  .44,  with  ammunition. 

2,500  Warner's  carbines  and  ammunition. 

2,700  Joslyn's  carbines  and  ammunition,  caliber  .52. 

40,000  sets  carbine  accouterments,  serviceable,  filakeley's  and  other 
^patterns. 

70,000  sets  infantry  accouterments. 

20,000  Starr's  revolvers,  caliber  .44,  with  ammunition. 
5,000  Eogers'  &  Spencer's  revolvers,  caliber  .44,  with  ammunition. 
.    10,000  Eemington  army  revolvers,  caliber  .44,  with  ammunition. 

35,000  pistol-holsters. 

40,000  cavalry  sabers. 
1,000  Spencer  rifles. 

20,000  sets  horse  equipments. 

FIELD  ARTILLERY. 

50  batteries  of  field  artillery,  complete,  with  ammunition. 

Bids  will  be  entertained  for  any  one  or  all  of  the  foregoing  lots.  The 
bids  to  specify  the  price  offered  for  the  arms,  with  ammunition ;  for 
accouterments  by  themselves.  The  bids  for  artillery  will  be  for  batte 
ries,  complete  with  ammunition ;  so  much  for  a  battery  of  light  twelve' 
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pounders,  and  so  much  for  a  battery  of  Parrott's  three-inch  rifle  gnns, 
or  for  batteries  and  ammunition  separately. 

The  privilege  is  reserved  by  this  office  of  rejecting  any  or  all  bids 
which  may  not  be  deemed  sufficient  or  satisfactory.  A  margin  bf  20  per 
cent  must  be  paid  at  the  time  of  the  award,  and  the  residue  upon 
delivery  of  the  stores ;  all  the  stores  to  be  delivered  at  the  city  of  New 
York,  within  thirty  days  after  the  award. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chkf  of  Ordnance, 


Exhibit  No.  3. 
Invitation  for  proposals  dated  October  12, 13,  and  15, 1870, 

Sealed  proposals,  to  be  opened  at  Ordnance  Office  at  12  m.  tomor- 
row,  October  13,  are  hereby  invited  for  the  purchase  of— 

Two  hundred  thousand  Springfield  muskets,  new ;  110,000  Springfield 
muskets,  serviceable  and  in  good  order,  .58  caliber,  muzzle-loaders,  with 
150  rounds  of  ammunition  for  each  gun ;  40,000  Enfield  muskets,  new, 
more  or  less;  40,000  Enfield  muskets,  cleaned  and  repaired ;  30,000  En.- 
field  muskets,  unserviceable. 

Bids  will  DC  entertained  for  any  one  of  the  above  lots  of  arms,  with 
ammmiition  for  the  same,  and  the  privilege  is  reserved  of  rejecting  any 
bid  that  may  not  be  deemed  sufficient. 

A  margin  of  20  per  cent,  must  be  paid  at  the  time  of  the  award  by 
any  and  all  bids,  and  the  residue  upon  the  delivery  of  the  stores. 

A.  B.  DYEE, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Obdnance  Office,  October  12, 1870. 

Similar  letters  to  this  addressed  same  day,  as  follows:  A.  B.  Stein- 
berger,  John  Absterdam,  Eemington  ^  Sons. 

And  on  the  13th  October  the  following  telegram  was  sent  to  General 
W.  B.  FrankliD,  Hartford,  Connecticut : 

[Immediate.] 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  13, 1870. 

General  W.  B.  Franklin,  Hartford^  Connecticut : 

Sealed  bids  will  be  opened  at  noon  to-day  at  this  office.  Bid  by 
telegraph  for  all  new  Enfields  on  hand.    Seven  insufficient  and  declined. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


On  the  13th  October  the  following  bids  were  received : 

Western  Union  Telegraph, 
War  Department^  2.20,  October  13, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  Hartford,  Connecticnt,  October  13,  1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Will  give  seven  dollars  fifty  cents  for  all  new  Enfields.    Answer. 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN. 
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[Copy  of  telegram. ] 

ILION,  New  Toek,  October  13. 
W.  0.  Squibe,  Arlington  HousCj  Washington: 

Bemington  telegraphs:  ^'  If  you  bave  not  yet  bought  for  the  govern- 
ment you  will  be  able  to  do  so  on  better  terms.  By  decree  of  the  gov- 
ernment issued  yesterday,  all  arms  entering  France  are  liable  to  be 
taken  as  national  property  and  paid  for  according  to  appraisement. 
Speculators  in  arms  intended  for  France  will  find  their  profits  small. 
Gompetition  with  you  has  been  forced  and  fictitious.'' 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  13, 1870. 

Sir  :  We  respectfully  request  permission  to  withdraw  our  bid  for 
Springfield  arms,  &c.,  &c.,  submited  this  day  in  accordance  with  your 
invitation  of  yesterday. 
Yours,  truly, 

E.  EEMIFGTON  &  SOJJIS, 
Per  W.  C.  SQUIRE. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer,  U.  S.  A., 

Chitf  of  Ordnance. 

P.  S. — ^We  do  this  in  consideration  of  extension  of  the  time  until  2 
p.jn.  October  15, 1870,  for  opening  the  bids,  and  with  a  view  of  amend- 
ing(this  bid. 

Yours,  respectfully, 

E.  EEMINGTON  &  SONS, 
Per  W.  C.  SQUIEE. 

[Indorsement.] 

Let  the  bid  of  E.  Bemington  &  Sons  be  returned  unopened. 

A.  B.  DYER. 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  8.  A, 
2  p.  m.,  October  13, 1870. 


WASHiNaTON,  D.  C.,  October  12, 1870. 

Sir  :  Will  you  sell  me  100,000  Springfield  repaired  muskets,  includ- 
ing bayonet,  and  100,000  sets  of  infantry  accouterments,  all  packed  in 
boxes  and  delivered  in  the  city  of  New  York,  including  the  cost  of  deliv- 
ery, for  which  I  offer  to  pay  $9  75  for  each  musket  and  accouterment. 
I  am,  general,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  ABSTERDAM. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington^  D.  C. 

Indorsed  in  pencil:  Withdrawn. 
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A  bid  is  also  thouglit  to  liave  been  received  from  Wm.  Eead  &  Sons, 
dated  12th  October,  aud  withdrawn  as  per  their  telegram  of  October 
15. 


On  October  13, 1870,  copies  of  the  invitation  of  October  12,  with  the 
following  notice  of  postponement,  were  sent  to  Kemington  &  Sons^ 
A.  B.  Steinberger,  John  Absterdam,  William  Grange,  Baltimore;  Gen- 
eral W.  B.  Franklin,  Hartford,  Connecticut ;  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Gra- 
ham, New  York ;  Herman  Boker  &  Co.,  New  York : 

**The  time  for  receiving  and  opening  bids  in  pursuance  of  the  forego- 
ing proposals  is  hereby  extended  till  Saturday,  15th  instant,  at  2  o'clock 

p.  ID. 

"A.  B.  DYEE, 

'*  Chief  of  Ordnance,^^ 

And  the  following  telegrams  were  sent : 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Departjient, 

Washingtonj  October  13,  1870. 

Geueral  W.  B.  Franklin,  Hartford^  Connecticut : 

Time  for  receiving  bids  extended  till  Saturday  next  at  2  p.  m.  Pro- 
posals by  mail. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  13,  1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Corner  Houston  &  Greene^  New  York : 

Notify  Mr.  Steinberger  that  time  for  receiving  and  opening  bids  is 
extended  till  Saturday,  15th,  at  2  p.  m. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  13,  1870. 

William  Read  &  Sons,  Boston^  Massachusetts  : 

Sealed  bids  will  be  received  till  Saturday  next  at  2  p.  m.  for  the  sale 
of  Spriugfields  and  Entields,  new,  and  cleaned  and  repaired,  and  for 
ammunition.     Proposals  by  mail.    Telegraphic  bids  will  be  received. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


On  the  14th  October,  1870,  the  following  correspondence  took  place 
from  the  Ordnance  Office : 

No.  43  Pine  Street,  New  York, 

October  13, 1870. 

Dkab  Sir:  I  have  an  application  for  100,000  Springfield  serviceable 
muskets,  and  write  to  know  if  the  Government  has  them  for  sale,  and 

6  S  A 
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the  lowest  price  for  which  they  will  be  delivered  in  this  city,  cash.     If 
this  quantity  of  this  arm  is  for  sale,  I  shall  be  glad  of  a  reply  per  tele- 
graph, but  otherwise  per  mail. 
With  great  respect, 

O.  S.  X,  PECK. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Ordnance  Office^  Washington^  D.  C. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  14, 1870. 

O.  S.  X.  Peck,  43  Pine  Street^  New  York  : 

Bids  for  muskets  and  cartridges  will  be  received  till  2  o'clock  to- 
morrow. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Western  Union  TELEaRAPH,  War  Department, 

12.64,  October  14, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  Boston,  Massachusetts,  October  14,  1870] 

To  General  A.  B,  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Where  shall  we  send  bids  for  the  arms — ^to  you  or  to  Colonel  Crispin, 
in  Kew  York  ?    Answer  by  telegraph. 

WM.  BEAD  &  SONS. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  14,  1870. 

Bead  &  Sons,  13  Faneuil  Hall,  Boston,  Massachusetts : 

Send  bid  to  this  office. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


On  the  15th  October,  1870,  the  following  commnnications  were  received 
at  the  Ordnance  Office : 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

10.44,  October  15,  1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  Boston,  Massachusett-s,  October  — ,  1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

We  withdraw  our  offer  for  Eufields  made  on  the  12th  instant. 

WM.  READ  &  SONS. 


New  York  City,  October  14, 1870. 

Sir  :  As  I  have  been  instructed  to  purchase  at  a  private  sale  only,  I 
hereby  withdraw  ray  proposal  to  purchase  at  a  sale  where  all  the  par- 
ticulars are  public,  and  you  will  forgive  me  for  withdrawing  from  the 
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pniebase  of  the  100,000  muskets  with  accouterments  and  ammanition 
for  the  same.  Bat  if  yoa  should  find  the  bids  to  be  insufficient  to-mor- 
row at  2  p.  m.,  then  I  may  be  authorized  to  make  you  an  offer  at  a  private 

I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  ABSTBRDAM. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  OrdnancCy  Washington,  D.  C. 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

2.10,  October  15, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  Hartford,  Connecticut,  October  15, 1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Please  inform  me  if  our  bid  gets  the  new  Enfield.    Answer. 

W.  B.  FEANKLIN. 


The  following  telegrams  were  sent  on  the  15th  of  October  to — 
Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  Kew  York ;  A.  B.  Steinberger,  esq., 

New  York ;  General  W.  B.  Franklin,  Hartford,  Connecticut ;  Messrs. 

Wm.  Bead  &  Sons,  13  Faneuil  Hall,  Boston,  Massachusetts : 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  15,  1870. 

Time  for  receiving  and  opening  bids  for  arms,  &c.,  postponed  till  next 
Tuesday,  18th,  at  2  p.  m. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

And  the  following  circular  letter  was  on  the  same  day  addressed  to — 
A.  B.  Steinberger,  Pine  street,  New  York ;  General  W.  B.  Franklin, 
Hartford,  Connecticut ;  Herman  Boker  &  Co.,  Box  2347,  l^ew  York; 
Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  17  Maiden  lane,  New  York ;  Austin  Bald- 
win &  Co.,  74  Broadway,  New  York,  and  Wm.  Bead  &  Sons,  13  Faneuil 
Hall,  Boston,  Massachusetts: 

Sealed  proposals,  to  be  opened  at  Ordnance  Office  at  12  m.  to-morrow, 
October  13,  are  hereby  invited  for  the  purchase  of— 

200,000  Springfield  muskets,  new,  ^ 

110,000  Springfield  muskets,  serviceable  and  in  good  order,  >  .58  cal. 
muzzle-loaders,  with  150  rounds  of  ammunition  for  each  gun,  ) 

40,000  Enfield  muskets,  new,  more  or  less. 

40,000  Enfield  muskets,  cleaned  and  repaired. 

30,000  Enfield  muskets,  unserviceable. 

Bids  will  be  entertained  for  any  one  of  the  above  lots  of  arms,  with 
ammunition  for  the  same,  and  the  privilege  is  reserved  of  rejecting  any 
bid  that  may  not  be  deemed  sufficient. 

A  margin  of  20  per  cent,  must  be  paid  at  the  time  of  the  award  by 
aiiv  and  all  bids,  and  the  residue  upon  the  delivery  of  the  stores. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnanee, 

Okdnaj^ce  Office,  October  12, 1870. 
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The  time  for  receiving  and  opening  bids  in  pursuance  of  the  foregoing 
proposals  is  hereby  extended  till  Saturday,  loth  instant,  at  2  o'clock 
p.  m. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Ordnance  Office,  October  15, 1870. 

In  pursuance  of  orders  from  the  War  Department,  the  time  for  re- 
ceiving and  opening  bids  is  further  postponed  until  2  p.  m.  gn  Tuesday, 
the  18th  instant. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  &c.,  &c. 

[Dated  New  York,  October  16,  1870.    Received  at  corner  Pennsylvania  avenne  and 

Fonrtcentli  street  1.06.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance^  MVar  Departjuent,  W, : 

What  is  your  lowest  price  for  three  hundred  thousand  (300,000) 
Springfields,  fifties  (oOs)  or  fift^'-eights  (58s)  complete?  Answer  by 
wire. 

W.  H.  JACKSON, 

39  Broadway. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingto7ij  October — ,  1870. 

W.  H.  Jackson,  39  Broadway^  New  York: 

Telegram  received.  Bids  for  muskets  and  other  ordnance  stores  will 
be  received  at  this  office  until  2  o'clock  p.  m,  on  Tuesday  of  this  week. 
For  particulars  I  refer  you  to  Colonel  Crispin,  agencv. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnunce, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  17,  1870. 

J.  B.  nussEY,  Esq.,  58  Wall  Street^  New  Yorlc : 

Sealed  proposals  to  purchase  arms  and  other  ordnance  stores  will  be 
opened  at  this  office  at  2  o'clock  to-morrow,  18th  instant.  You  can  bid 
by  telegraph  to-morrow  morning. 

Major  Crispin,  corner  of  Houston  and  Greene  streets,  can  give  jou 
particulars  of  contemplated  sales. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  17,  1870. 

Sir:  You  will  report  at  this  office,  to  bo  i)resent  at  the  opening 
of  the  bids  for  arms  and  ammunition,  which  is  to  take  place  at  2  o'clock 
p.  m.  tomorrow,  18th  instant,  and  after  this  shall  have  been  done,  and 
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YOU  shall  have  received  such  instructions  as  I  may  have  to  give  yon  in 
that  connection,  you  will  return  to  your  station, 
K^spectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 

CItief  of  Ordnance, 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Box  1811,  New  York. 


On  the  16tli  of  October,  1870,  the  following  letter  was  received  at  the 
Ordnance  Office : 

New  York,  October  17, 1870. 

Dear  Sir:  This  will  introduce  you  to  our  Mr.  Edwards.  Any  offer 
that  he  may  submit,  under  your  proposals  of  the  15th  instant,  is 
acknowledged  by 

Yours,  respectfully, 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

And  the  following  bids  were  received  and  opened  under  the  invita- 
tions for  proposals  of  the  15th  instant : 

WiLLARDs'  Hotel,  Washington^  October  18, 1870. 

Sir  :  I  respectfully  beg  leave  to  offer  fifteen  dollars  and  twenty-five 
cents  ($15  25)  per  gun  for  the  ''  200,000  Springfield  muskets,  new."  * 

1  also  offer  seven  dollars  and  twenty-five  cents  ($7  25)  per  gun  for  the 
"110,000  Springfield  muskets,  serviceable  and  in  good  order .'^ 

For  the  quantity  of  <immunition  named  I  offer  fourteen  dollars  ($14) 
per  thousand. 

Very  respectfully,  yours,  &c.,  &c., 

CHARLES  WRIGHT, 
Of  No,  10  Fine  street^  room  No,  14,  New  York  City. 
Major  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 


Washington,  D.  C,  October  18, 1870. 

Dear  Sir  :  In  pursuance  of  your  notice  of  the  15th  instant,  permit- 
ting proposals  for  arms  and  ammunition,  we  hereby  offer  for  the  110,000 
cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets  referred  to,  nine  dollars  and 
tbirty  cents  ($9  30)  per  arm  j  and  for  40,000  of  the  new  Springfield 
mnskets  twelve  dollars  and  thirty  cents  ($12  30)  per  arm ;  also  for  25,000,- 
000  of  cartridges  for  said  arms  sixteen  dollars  and  thirty  cents  ($16  30) 
per  thousand.  Our  bid  may  stand  good  for  the  whole  or  any  portion  of 
said  Springfield  muskets  at  the  above  quotations,  provided  the  number 
of  cartridges  furnished  for  same  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  one  hundred  and 
fifty  (150)  cartridges  per  arm. 

Boxing,  implements,  and  delivery  in  New  York  included  in  above 
prices. 

We  remain,  dear  sir,  your  obedient  servants, 

AUSTIN  BALDWIN  &  CO., 

70  and  72  Broadway^  N,  Y. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 
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Washington,  October  18, 1870. 

Dear  Sir  :  In  compliance  with  your  advertisement  to  receive  sealed 
proposals  for  arms,  ordnance,  and  ammanition  up  to  2  o'clock  p.  m.  on 
the  18th  instant,  I  hereby  offer  $6  45  each  for  50,000  new  Springfield 
rifle-muskets,  and  $4  60  each  for  second-hand,  (30,000,)  and  $5  each  for 
20,000  new  Enfields,  and  $4  for  20,000  second-hand. 
Very  respectfully,  &c., 

J.  B.  HUSSEY. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer. 


Kew  York,  October  17, 1870. 

General  :  Under  your  sealed  proposals  for  bids  to  be  opened  on 
Tuesday,  October  18,  we  will  offer  for  20,000  cleaned  and  repaired 
Springfield  R.  M.,  cal.  .58,  $8  75  ;  50,000  new  Springfield  R.  M.,  cal.  .58, 
$12  10  ;  all  to  be  complete,  with  usual  implements ;  no  charge  for  boxes, 
and  to  be  delivered  in  New  York  City ;  also  for  25,000,000  of  ball-car- 
tridges for  the  same,  complete  in  boxes,  and  delivery  in  New  York  as 
Jieretofore,  $15  25  per  M. 
Yerv  respectfully, 

HERMAN  BOKER  &  CO. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington^  J),  C, 


WasuinctTON,  D.  C,  October'  18, 1870. 

Sir  :  As  per  your  invitation  of  October  12,  with  its  amendment  of 
October  15,  we  hereby  submit  our  bid  for  certain  of  the  arms  and  car- 
tridges by  you  referred  to :  We  offer  for  250,000  Springfield  muzzle- 
loading  arms,  cal.  .58,  of  good  quality,  whether  the  same  be  '^  cleaned 
and  repaired ''  or  "  new,''  the  sum  of  $9  05  per  arm ;  and  for  cartridges 
in  connection  with  said  arms,  at  the  rate  of  150  cartridges  per  gun, 
we  offer  the  sum  of  $14  05  per  thousand  csirtridges.  This  bid  to  be 
taken  as  a  whole. 

We  buy  arms  on  our  own  account  only,  for  transformation  to  breech- 
loaders, as  well  as  for  sale  in  their  present  condition.  The  price  for 
boxing  and  delivery  in  New  York  is  included  in  the  price  offered  for 
the  goods  as  stated. 

Yours,  respectfully, 

B.  REMINGTON  &  SONS, 
Per  W.  C.  SQUIRE. 
Major  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  U.  S.  A., 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


New  York,  October  17, 1870. 

General.  :  I  hereby  offer  to  purchase  from  the  United  States  Gov- 
ernment, through  your  Department,  the  following  arms,  to  wit :  Forty 
thousand  (40,000)  Enfield  rifles,  caliber  .58,  new,  (more  or  less,)  at  the 
price  of  $3  50  per  arm,  delivered  at  New  York,  boxed  and  ready  for 
shipment.  Fifty  thousand  (50,000)  Springfield  rifles,  cleaned  and  re- 
paired, at  the  price  of  $4  75  per  arm,  delivered  at  New  York,  boxed  and 
ready  for  shipment. 
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Jf  any  margin  is  required  to  bind  the  bargain  in  the  event  of  any  or 
all  of  the  above  bids  being  accepted,  I  shall  stand  ready  to  place  in 
the  hands  of  the  authorized  agent  of  the  Government,  in  'New  York,  a 
certified  check  for  the  amount  reauired. 

Should  any  of  the  bids  be  accepted,  please  telegraph  me  at  No.  61 
William  street,  New  York,  with  statement  of  amount  of  margin  re- 
quired to  be  deposited,  and  with  whom  it  is  to  be  deposited. 

JAMES  C.  HAYS. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  OrdnancCj  Washington^  D.  C, 

I  shall  require  4,000,000  of  cartridges  to  every  10,000  guns. 

JAMES  C.  HAYS. 


New  York,  October  17, 1870. 

Dear  Sir  :  We  ofter  for  the  following  goods,  to  be  delivered  in  New 
York,  no  charge  for  packing  boxes,  with  implements  complete:  One 
hundred  thousand  Springfield  rifled  muskets,  caliber  .58,  cleaned  and 
repaired,  $8  60  each;  one  hundred  thousand  ditto,  new,  $12  05  each ; 
subject  to  your  proposal  under  date  of  the  15th  October,  ibr  Tuesday, 
18th  instant ;  also,  30,000,000,  or  more,  powder  and  ball  cartridges  for 
<litto,  complete,  $15  20  per  thousand,  delivered  as  above. 
Yours,  truly, 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer,  * 

Chief  of  Ordnance  J  Washington. 


Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fibe-Abms  MANUFACTUBiNa  Co., 

Hartford,  Connecticut,  October  14,  1870. 

General  :  This  company  will  pay  $7  75  each  for  all  new  Enflelds 
now  in  possession  of  the  United  States  Government,  boxing  included. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-President,  Oeneral  Agent  ColVs  Amis  Company, 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance  U.  8.  A.,  Washington,  B,  C. 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

9.34,  October  18, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  October  18, 1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

I  offer  ten  dollars  seventy-five  cents  each  for  fourteen  thousand  new 
Springfield  rifles ;  twelve  dollars  fifty  cents  per  thousand  for  two  mil- 
'iou  eight  hundred  thous<and  cartridges.    Request  reply  by  telegraph. 

CALEB  HUSE, 

17  Broad  Street. 
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Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

2  p.  m.,  October  18,  1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York, ,  1870.] 

To  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

1  bid  four  sixty  for  forty  thoasand  second-hand  Enfields,  and  six  ten 
for  sixtj'  thousand  new  Springfield  rifles.  Refer  to  Senator  Pomeroy, 
and  Willis  Gaylord,  New  York. 

HOEACB  E.  BROWN. 


Telegraph,  10.44,  October  15, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  15, 1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

We  oflfer  for  ten  thousand  clean  and  repaired  Enfields,  delivered  inN 
New  York,  four  dollars  and  twenty-six  cents  each,  no  charge  for  boxes  ',^ 
or  implements. 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 


Washington,  October  12, 1870. 

Sir:  Pursuant  to  your  instructions  of  this  date,  I  submit  the  follow- 
ing bids,  viz : 

Seventy  thousand  (70,000)  United  States  Springfield  muskets,  caliber 
.58,  cleaned  and  repaired j  at  $8  50  each. 

Forty  thousand  (40,000)  Enfield  muskets,  new,  at  $7  40  each. 

Thirty  thousand  (30,000)  Enfield  muskets,  cleaned  and  repaired^  at 
$5  30  each. 

Forty  million  (40,000,000)  rounds  of  ammunition,  more  or  less,  at  $14 
per  thousand. 

Submitting  the  above  bids,  I  have  the  honor  to  be  yonr  obedient 
servant, 

A.  B.  STEINBERGER. 

Major  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance,  Washington,  D,  C. 


A  tabular  statement  of  these  bids  was  made  at  the  time  the  same 
were  opened,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy: 


SALE   OF   ARMS   BY   ORDNANCE   DEPARTMENT. 


80 


o 

CO 
r-l 

o 

^«* 


•OOIJJ 


CO 

4&* 


•saSptjjjuQ 


■ft '<• 


k 

t 


1 

Si 


:§ 


i 


00 


xn 


a 


•90IJJ 


*P9JIB(I 

•91    puB  p9n«8t3 


•9DIJJ 


•iki9|I 


1«  »o 

<M  O 


o 
o 


^ 
«» 


(M 


CO 


O 

•s 

o 

CO 


CO 


ii5 
CI 


00 


'^ 


O 

o 


CS 


OQ 
H 

QQ 
t3 


P 
S 

o 
S 


•90IJ^ 


10  o      o  10  uo  10  o 

C^l  CO       o  t*  o  t-  »« 


•J9pjo  pooS  HI 

pUB      9iqB9DIAJ9g 


rH  r-l 


0000 


•90lJt[ 


•Ai9^ 


100 
<M  eo 


00 


10  0*0 

-^  1-1  o 

CO  IM  Ca 

r-l 


§S 


%% 

C^ 


•" 

s 


o 

a 


*  a 

Ml 

S5 


o 

^^ 
|cJ3 

OS    CO 

0  s 

pqW 


o 


OQ 

0 


tH 


(-1 

o 


"A 


ocoo 
:o  -M  CO 


s 


o 


CO 


OCD 


rH  O 


PQ 


SW 


d 

c8 

g 


d 

2 


o 
00 


a 

OS 

pd 
(-1 

o 


d 

2 


>iU 

QD 

^ 

d 

•^4 

0^ 

QQ 

>» 

• 

0 

n 

& 

<i 

Si 

St 

O 


0 
CI 

0 
o 
u 

o 

»-• 

o 

> 
O 
u 

s 

a 

eS 
hi 

o 


00 


rH 

•a 

o 

M 

o 

g 

p 

o 


90  SALE   OF   ARMS   BY   ORDNANCE   DEPARTMENT. 

Supposed  to  have  been  received  at  Ordnance  Office  after  the  time 
limited  for  opening  bids : 

Franklin  Telegraph  Company, 

October  18, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  18.] 

To  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Additional  bid  six  (6)  dollars  ten  cents  for  two  hundred  thousand 
(200,000)  new  Springfield,  or  any  part,  delivered  here.  Eefer  also  to  J. 
A.  Underwood  &  Son.* 

HOEACE  E.  BEOWN. 


The  following  action  was  then  had  upon  the  bid  of  Charles  Wright : 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  18, 1870. 

Sir  :  I  respectfully  request  that  you  will  call  at  this  office  to-morrow 
morning  at  9  J  o'clock,  in  connection  with  your  bid  for  arms  and  ammuni- 
tion; or,  if  it  is  equally  convenient  to  you,  I  could  see  you  at  my  quar- 
ters. No.  1530,  immediately  back  of  the  Arlington,  on  I  street,  this 
evening,  at  7  p.  m. 

Eespectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYEE, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
Charles  Wright,  Esq., 

WillarWs  Hotel. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  18, 1870. 

C.  J.  McGowAJf,  Corner  of  Houston  and  Oreene^  New  TorJc : 

Ascertain  who  is  Charles  Wright,  of  No.  10  Pine  street,  room  four- 
teen, and  report  by  telegraph,  or,  if  possible,  by  to-night's  mail. 

A.  B.  DYEE, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

New  York,  October  18. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington  : 

Telegram  received  at  6.30  p.  m. ;  will  answer  the  inquiry  early  to-mor- 
row morning. 

CHAS.  J.  McGOWAN, 

Chief  Clerkj  in  charge.   - 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

10.55,  October  19, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  19, 1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 
No  definite  information  can  be  had  until  12  o'clock  regarding  Charles 
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Wright ;  be  is  not  in  any  business  in  this  city,  and,  as  far  as  I  can  learn 
from  information  obtained  in  Pine  street,  is  unknown  in  commercial 
circles.    Will  telegraph  again  to-day. 

OITAS.  McGOWAN, 

Chief  Cleric. 


On  the  19tb  October,  1870,  the  following  correspondence  took  place : 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

1.60,  October  19,  1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  19,  lrt70.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Do  I  get  complement  of  ammunition,  and  at  what  price  per  thousand, 
with  deaned  and  repaired  Enfields  ?  What  are  the  conditions  !  Beady 
to  respond. 

A.  B.  STEINBERGBR. 


General  A.  B.  DvEU,  Chief  of  Ordnance,  Washington^  D,  C. : 

Sir  :  I  propose  to  purchase  from  your  ofl&ce  100,000  Springfield  mus- 
kets, serviceable,  and  in  good  order,  .58  caliber,  muzzle-loaders,  with 
150  rounds  of  ammunition  for  each  gun,  for  which  I  offer  to  pay  $10  70 
for  each  gun,  with  the  above  ammunition,  provided  that  you  will  sell 
me,  at  the  same  time,  100,000  sets  of  infantry  accouterments  to  go  with 
the  same,  for  which  I  offer  to  pay  $1  40  for  each  set  of  accouterment, 
and  offer  to  pay  the  whole  amount  cash  down  at  the  time  of  the  pur- 
chase in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C. 
Your  obedient  servant, 

JOHN  ABSTERDAM. 

Indorsement  in  pencil :  Withdrawn. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  19, 1870. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  herewith  an  abstract  of  the  bids  for 
arms  and  ammunition  which  were  received  in  pursuance  of  the  invita- 
tion for  bids,  a  copy  of  which  is  appended  to  the  abstract,  and  which 
hids  were  opened  in  this  office,  at  2  o'clock  p.  m.,  on  yesterday,  and  I 
respectfully  recommend  that  authority  be  given  to  me  to  make  the 
awards  to  the  highest  bidders  who  will  comply  with  the  terms  of  the 
notice  above  referred  to. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYEE, 

Chief  of  Ordnan  ce. 
Hon.  W.  W.  Belknap^ 

Secretary  of  War. 

Indorsement  of  the  above  by  the  Secretary  of  War : 
Approved. 

WM.  W.  BELKNAP, 

Secretary  of  War. 
OOTOBEB  19, 1870. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  19, 1870. 

A.  B.  Steinberger,  Neio  York: 

Awards  not  yet  raatle.  "N^o  ammunition  will  be  awarded  to  yon.  It 
cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields,  only  about  5,000  should  be  awarded  to 
you.    Do  vou  desire  to  take  them  t 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

3.50,  October  19, 1870. 

FBy  telefjrraph  from  New  York,  19, 1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

If  Mr.  Wright  has  not  yet  deposited  his  20  per  cent,  advance,  we  re- 
spectfully insist  that  the  awarit  shall  be  to  us  for  the  quantity  we  bid 
for.    Please  answer. 

AUSTIN  BALDWIN  &  CO. 


New  York,  October  19,  6.22  p.  m. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance,  I  street,  Washington: 

If  we  are  not  informed,  either  by  letter  or  telegraph,  to-morrow  morn- 
ing of  the  acceptance  of  our  bid  of  17th  October,  we  consider  ourselves 
free  to  accept  or  reject  any  award  of  the  same  hereafter.   Letter  by  mail. 

n.  BOKER  &  CO. 


New  York,  October  19,  8.53  p.  m. 

General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance,  Washi^ngton : 

1  will  be  responsible  to  the  Government  for  the  bid  of  Charles  Wright, 
and  fulfill  the  requirements. 

A.  H.  ALMY, 
Late  of  the  Norwich  Arms  Company,  Norwich,  Connecticut. 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  1.50,  October  19,  1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  19, 1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office : 

A  party  named  Thurston,  said  to  be  Wright's  partner,  knows  all  about 
him,  but  refuses  information.  Eefers  to  George  S.  Gideon,  at  Washing- 
ton, and  says  the  arms  are  for  a  large  banking-house  here,  but  refuses 
names. 

CHAS.  J.  McGOWAN, 

Chief  Cleric  in  Charge. 
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On  the  20th  of  October  the  following  letters,  &c.,  were  received  and 
sent: 

Office  op  United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 
CoENEE  Houston  AND  Greene  Streets,  (Entrance  on  Greene,) 

Post-office  box  1811,  Neiv  York  City,  October  19,  1870. 

General:  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  tele- 
gram of  yesterday,  in  reference  to  Mr.  Wright,  and  to  state  that  it  was 
received  too  late  lor  any  action  to  be  taken  until  this  morning/ 

From  the  best  information  I  can  obtain,  Mr.  Wright  is  unknown  in 
business  circles,  and  is  some  kind  of  contractor,  and  makes  his  head- 
quarters at  Xo.  10  Pine  street.  A  Mr.  Thurston,  said  to  be  his  partner, 
was  seen  to-day,  (by  Mr.  Stultz,)  and  he  seemed  to  know  all  about  tho 
transactions  of  Mr.  Wright,  and  at  first  said  he  would  bring  the  party; 
on  whose  account  Mr.  Wright  is  bidding  to  see  Mr.  Stultz,  who  was 
waiting  in  Mr.  Thurston's  oflfice,  and  went  out  for  that  purpose ;  when 
he  returned,  he  declined  to  give  any  information  or  any  references 
whatever  in  this  city,  (except  Mr.  George  S.  Gideon,  at  Washington,) 
altboogh  he  had  admitted  that  the  arjiis  bid  for  were  on  account  of  a 
large  banking-house  in  this  city,  who  were  ready  to  put  up  their  mar- 
gin, and  pay  for  the  whole  when  the  time  comes,  but  he  refused  to  give 
their  names.  He  (Thurston)  says  that  you  are  well  acquainted  with  Mr.' 
Wright,  as  he  furnished  the  Government  with  large  quantities  of  stores 
daring  the  war,  but  what  kinds  he  did  not  state. 

Mr.  Stultz,  who  made  these  inquiries,  thinks  it  strange  that  Thurs- 
ton should  tell  him  that  the  party  would  come  in  and  see  him,  and 
then,  after  waiting  half  an  hour,  go  out  and  come  back,  and  decline  to 
give  any  information  whatever.    These  are  all  the  facts  in  the  caso  that 
lean  find  out,  and  I  have  communicated  them  for  your  information. 
Yery  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

CHAS.  J.  McGOWAN, 
Chief  Cleric  United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

'     Chief  of  Ordnance,   U.  S.  A,,  Washington,  J>.  C. 


Office  of  Austin  IJaldwin  &  Co.,  Bankers, 

70  Broadway,  New  Yorl',  October  19, 1870. 

Sir:  Confirming  our  telegram  of  this  date,  we  beg  to  repeat  that  if 
Mr.  Wright  fails  to  make  good  the  deposit  of  20  per  cent,  required 
by  the  Government  upon  his  bid,  we  are,  being  the  next  highest  bid- 
ders, entitled  to  the  amount  of  arms  bid  for  by  us,  and  at  the  prices 
Darned,  together  with  the  ammunition  for  same. 

We  respectfully  request  your  reply  by  return  of  mail,  failing  which,  wo 
shall  understand  that  we  are  at  liberty  to  withdraw  our  bid. 
We  remain,  sir,  your  obedient  servants, 

•     AUSTIN  BALDWIN  &  CO. 
General  A.  B.  Dver, 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Washington,  J).  C. 


.    Office  of  Herman  Boker  &  Co., 
No.  50  Cliff  street.  New  York,  October  19, 1870. 

General  :  We  confirm  our  telegram  of  this  evening,  that  we  consider 
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oorself  free  either  to  accept  or  reject  the  award  of  oar  bid  of  17th 
instant,  if  we  are  not  informed  by  to-morrow  morning,  either  by  letter 
or  otherwise,  of  the  acceptance  of  the  same. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

HERMAN  BOKEB  &  CO. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance  J  Wcishingtony  1)  .C, 


Fifth  Avenue  Hotel,  Darling,  Griswold  &  Co., 

New  York,  October  19,  1870. 

My  Dear  General  :  I  have  the  honor  to  introduce  to  your  favorable 
attention  Colonel  J.  B.  Hays,  of  Boston,  Massachusetts,  a  gentleman  of 
great  excellence  of  character,  and  of  the  highest  social  and  commercial 
standing.  He  wants  to  purchase  guns  of  the  Government,  and  if  you 
will  intjoduce  him  to  General  Dyer,  I  shall  be  much  obliged  to  you. 
I  am,  general,  very  respectfully,  &c., 

J.  T.  DREW,  911 M  street,  Washington. 
General  Sherman, 

Washington,  IJ.  C 

Indorsement  on  above : 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  20. 

General  Dyer  :  I  commend  this  gentleman  to  you  for  such  informa- 
tion as  you  can  possibly  give  him. 

W.  T.  SHERMAJ^, 

Oeneral. 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

10.50,  October  20,  1870. 

[By  t6legraph  from  Now  York,  20, 1870.] 

To  Qenei-al  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office : 

C.  Wright's  bid  will  be  carried  out.    Parties  that  are  back  of  him  are 
entirely  responsible.    Waiting  for  the  arrival  of  one  of  the  partners. 

Dr.  ALFRED  LAMBERT, 
Formerly  of  Springfield,  Massachusetts. 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

11.55,  October  20,  1870. 

[By  telograpli  from  New  York,  20, 1870.] 

To  General  Dyisr,  Ordnance  Office  : 

1  think  it  would  be  for  your  interest,  and  that  of  the  Government,  to 
delay  the  decision  about  the  guns  for  another  day  jit  noon,  in  favor  of 
Charles  Wright. 

ALFRED  LAMBERT,  M.  D., 
Formerly  of  SprinfifieUJ^  Massachusetts. 


sale  of  arms  by  ordnance  department.      95 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

12.20,  October  20,  1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  20.] 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Will  yon  accept  Wright's  bid  for  arms  and  ammunition  if  I  undertake 
to  complete  his  financial  arrangements  f 

J.  ELLIOT  CONDICT, 

117  Broadway. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  20, 1870. 

J.  B.  Condict,  117  Broadwayj  New  YorJc  : 

Wright's  bid  rejected,  margin  not  being  put  up  at  this  time,  12.45  p.  m. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  20, 1870. 

Sir  :  Mr.  Charles  Wright  having  failed  to  put  up  the  required  margin 
of  20  per  cent,  of  the  amount  of  his  bid  for  arms  and  ammunition  with- 
in the  time  limited  by  the  terms  of  the  sale,  his  bid  has  been  rejected  and 
the  following  awards  have  been  made,  viz : 

To  Austin  Baldwin  &  Go. : 

40,000    new  Springfield  muskets,  cal.  .58,   at  $12  30  each ;    110,000 

cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets,  cal.  .58,  at  $9  30  each. 
25,000,000  cartridges,  cal..  .577,  at  per  •thousand,  $16  30. 

[^This  wan  "  million ''  in  the  original  letter,  but  was  corrected  by  a  note  to  Colonel 
Crispin  of  22d  instant.] 

To  Herman  Boker  &  Co. : 
50,000  new  Springfield  muskets,  cal.  .58,  at  $12  10  each. 

To  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham : 
100,000  new  Springfield  muskets,  cal.  .58^  at  $12  05  each. 

To  A.  B.  Steinberger : 
About  6,300  cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields,  at  $5  30  each. 

To  General  W.  B.  Franklin  : 
All  new  Enfields,  (between  30,000  and  40,000,)  at  $7  75  each. 

You  are  authorized  to  deliver  the  ordnance  stores  to  the  parties 
uamed  above,  at  New  York  Cit^-,  without  charge  for  boxes. 

T/ertified  checks,  or  tlieir  eciiiivaleirts,  for  20  per  cent,  of  the  amount 
of  each  award  must  be  deposited  in  your  hands  as  follows,  viz :  Messrs. 
Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  Messrs.  Herman  Boker  &  Co.,  Messrs. 
Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  by  4  o'clock  p.  ra.,  on  Friday,  the  21st 
instant ;  and  W.  B.  Franklin,  A.  B.  Steinberger,  by  4  o'clock  p.  m.,  on 
Saturday,  the  22d  instant. 

All  the  stores  are  to  be  paid.for  prior  to  their  delivery,  and  the  final 
payment  on  each  and  every  award  must  be  made  within  thirty  days 
^m  this  date. 
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All  of  the  uew  Springfield  muskets  of  the  "  Colt's,"  *«  Lamson,''  and 
"Amoskeag"  manufacture,  and  enough  muskets  of  other  contract 
manufacture  to  complete  the  190,000,  will  be  delivered  on  this  order. 

Instructions  will  be  sent  to  the  arsenals  named  in  the  appended  list  to 
fill  all  requisitions  that  you  may  make  upon  them  for  arms  and  ammu- 
nition. 

You  will  be  governed  strictly  by  these  instructions,  and  no  departure 
whatever  from  them  will  be  permitted. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance,  U.  S.  A. 
Major  S.  Crispin,  Box  1811,  Neiv  YorJc. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  October  20,  1870. 

Charles  Wright  having  failed  to  deposit  the  margin  required  by  terms 
of  notice  inviting  bids,  his  bid  has  been  rejected,  and  the  following 
award  has  been  made  to  you,  viz: 

Forty  thousand  new  Springfield  muskets,  at  $12  30  each. 

One  hundred  and  ten  thousand  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield 
muskets,  at  $9  30  each. 

Twenty-five  million  cartridges,  at  $10  30  per  thousand. 

Inform  this  office  b^'^  telegraph  to-day  whether  jou  accept ;  and  if 
you  do,  the  20  per  cent,  margin  must  be  deposited,  without  fail,  before 
4  o'clock  to-morrow  afternoon,  with  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  corner  of  Greene 
and  Houston  streets,  New  York. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance  J  U.  S.  A. 
Austin  Baldwin  &  Co., 

70  and  72  Broadway^  New  York. 


Western  Union  TELEaRAPn,  War  Department, 
3-8  October  20, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  20-70.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

We  accept  the  award  as  made  by  your  telegram.    Deposit  will  be 
made  as  directed. 

AUSTIN  BALDWIN  &  CO.  - 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  20,  1870. 

Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  19  Maiden  Lane,  New  York : 

Charles  Wright  having  failed  to  deposit  the  margin  required  by  terms 
of  notice  inviting  bids,  his  bid  has  been  rejected,  and  the  following 
award  has  been  made  to  you,  viz : 

One  hundred  thousand  new  Springfield  muskets,  at  $12  05  each. 
Inform  this  oflSce,  by  telegraph  today,  whetlier  you  accept;  and  if 
you  do,  the  twenty  per  cent,  margin  must  be  deposited,  without  fail, 
before  4  o'clock  to-morrow  afternoon,  with  Colonel  S.  Crispin. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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Ordnance  Ofpice,  War  Department, 

WMhingUmj  October  20, 1870. 

H.  BoKBR  &  Co.,  50  CUff  Streetj  New  lark  : 

Charles  Wright  having  failed  to  deposit  the  margin  required  by  terms 
of  notice  inviting  bids,  his  bid  has  been  rejected,  and  the  following 
award  has  been  made  to  yon,  viz :  Fifty  thousand  new  Springfield  mus- 
kets, at  #12  10  each. 

Inform  this  office,  by  telegraph  to-day,  whether  you  accept;  and  if  you 
do,  the  20  per  cent,  margin  must  be  deposited  without  fail  before  4 
o'dock  to-morrow  afternoon,  with  Colonel  S.  Crispin. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance f  U,  8.  A. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  20, 1870. 

A.  B.  Steinberger,  Pine  Street^  New  lork : 

Sixty-three  hundred  cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields  (all  on  hand)  have 
been  awarded  to  you,  at  (5  30  each,  being  your  bid. 

Your  margin  must  be  deposited  with  Colonel  Crispin  by  4  o'clock 
Saturday,  the  22d. 
Telegraph  your  acceptance  to-day. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U,  S.  A. 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

11  A.  M.y  October  20, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York, 20,  1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dter,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

I  wish  to  take  the  cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields.  Any  amount 
awarded  me.  When  can  they  be  delivered?  What  number,  and  what 
shall  I  deposit  margin  t 

A.  B.  STEINBERGER. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  October  20,  1870. 

General  W.  B.  Franklin,  Hartford^  Connecticut : 

All  new  Enfields,  supposed  to  be  between  thirty  and  forty  thousand, 
are  awarded  to  you  at  your  bid  of  $7  75.  Answer  this  oflice  to-day  by 
telegraph  whether  you  accept :  and  if  yes,  deposit  the  margin,  one-fifbh, 
$46,500,  with  Crispin,  by  3  o'clock  on  Saturday,  the  22d  instant. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^ 


Hartford,  Connecticut,  October  20 — 8.50* 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Washington : 

The  delay  in  opening  the  bids  has  lost  us  our  sale  of  Enfields,  our 
easterner  being  in  England.    We  therefore  decline  the  award. 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-President  CoWs  Arms  Company. 
78A 


98  SALE   OF  ABM8   BT  ORDNANCE   DEPARTMENT. 

On  the  20th,  letters  confirmatory  of  the  above  telegraphic  awards 
were  sent  to  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham^  H.  Boker  &  Co.,  A.  B. 
Steiuberger,  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  and  General  W.  B.  Franklin,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  20, 1870. 

Gentlemen  :  Confirmatory  of  my  telegram  to  you  of  this  date,  I  have 
to  inform  you  that  upon  the  rejection  of  the  bid  of  Mr.  Charles  Wright, 
the  following  award  has  been  made  to  yon,  viz,  100,000  new  Springfield 
muskets,  at  $12  05  each. 

The  20  per  cent,  margin  required  by  the  terms  of  sale  must,  if  the 
above  award  is  accepted,  be  deposited,  without  fail,  before  4  o'clock  on 
the  afternoon  of  the  21st  instant,  with  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  comer  of 
Greene  and  Houston  streets,  New  York. 

Full  instructions  have  been  given  to  Colonel  Crispin  to  make  deliver- 
ies upon  your  strict  compliance  with  the  above. 
Bespectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  5-  A. 
Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham, 

19  Maiden  Lane^  Sew  York. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  20, 1870. 

Gentlemen  :  Confirmatory  of  my  telegram  to  you  of  this  date,  I  have 
to  inform  you  that  upon  the  rejection  of  the  bid  of  Mr.  Charles  Wright, 
the  following  award  has  been  made  to  you,  viz,  50,000  new  Springfield 
muskets,  at  $12  10  each. 

The  20  per  cent,  margin  jequired  by  the  terms  of  sale  must,  if  the 
above  award  is  accepted,  be  deposited,  without  fail,  before  4  o'clock  on 
the  afternoon  of  the  21st  instant,  with  Colonel  Crispin,  corner  of  Hous- 
ton and  Greene  streets,  New  York. 

Full  instructions  have  been  given  to  Colonel  Crispin  to  make  deliver- 
ies upon  your  strict  compliance  with  the  above. 
Kespectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  8.  A. 
H.  Boker  &  Co., 

50  Cliff  Street,  New  York. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  20, 1870. 

Sir  :  Confirmatory  of  my  telegram  to  you  of  this  date,  I  have  to  in- 
from  you  that  the  following  award  has  been  made  to  you  on  your  proposal 
to  purchase  arms,  viz :  All  Enfield  muskets  (cleaned  and  repaired)  on 
hand,  being  about  6,300,  at  (5  30  each. 

The  20  per  cent,  margin  required  by  the  terms  of  sale  must,  if  the 
above  award  is  accepted,  be  deposited,  without  fail,  before  4  o'clock  p. 
m.  on  the  22d  instant,  with  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  corner  of  Greene  and 
Houston  streets,  New  York. 
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Fall  instnictions  have  been  given  to  Colonel  Crispin  to  make  deliv- 
eries upon  jonr  strict  compliance  with  the  above. 
Besj[>ectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  8.  A. 
A.  B.  Steinbebgeb, 

Pine  Streety  New  TorJc, 


Obdnanoe  Office,  Wab  Depabtment, 

Washington^  October  20, 1870. 

Oentlemen  :  Confirmatory  of  my  telegram  of  this  date,  I  have  to 
inform  you  that  upon  the  rejection  of  the  bid  of  Mr.  Charles  Wright, 
the  following  award  has  been  made  to  you,  viz :  40,000  new  Springfield 
maskets,  at  $12  30  each ;  110,000  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield 
maskets,  at  $9  30  each ;  25,000,000  cartridges,  at  $16  30  per  1,000. 

The  20  i>er  cent  margin  required  by  the  terms  of  sale  must,  if  the 
above  award  is  accepted,  be  deposited,  without  fail,  before  4  o^clock  on 
the  afternoon  of  the  21st  instant,  with  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  corner  of 
Greene  and  Houston  streets,  New  York.  Fall  instructions  have  been 
given  to  Colonel  Crispin  to  make  deliveries  npon  your  strict  compliance 
with  the  above. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYEK, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  8.  A. 
Austin  Baldwin  &  Co., 

70  and  72  Broadway ^  Hew  York. 


Obdnanoe  Office,  Wab  Depabt^ient, 

Washington^  October  20,  1870. 

Sib  :  In  confirmation  of  my  telegram  of  this  date,  I  inform  you  tha 
year  bid  of  $7  75  each  is  accepted  for  all  the  new  Enfield  maskets  this 
Department  has  on  hand,  believed  to  be  between  thirty  and  forty  thou- 
sand, probably  very  near  the  latter  number ;  and  that  if  you  accept  this 
awaitl  it  will  be  necessary  that  one-fifth  of  the  value  of  the  arms,  say 
146,500,  will  have  to  be  deposited  with  Colonel  Crispin  on  or  before  3 
oVdock  on  Saturday  next  tiie  22d  instant,  as  the  required  margin,  to 
bind  the  bargain. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 
General  W.  B.  Fbanklin, 

President  CoWs  Arms  Company j  Hartford^  Connecticut. 

P.  S. — ^If  you  accept  this,  ColonW  Crispin  will  be  instructed  to  deliver 
the  arms  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  award. 


On  the  21st  October  the  following  letter  and  dispatch  was  received : 

Cape  Cod  Ship  Canal  Company,  &o., 

Sew  York,  October  20,  1870. 

SiB :  I  have  your  dispatch  of  19th  instant,  and  answered  by  wire.    1 
wish  to  take  the  ^^  cleaned  and  repaired  ^  Enftelds — hope  you  will  award 
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me  more  than  5,000.    Please  notify  relative  to  margin,  qnantity,  and 
^'hen  probably  delivered.    Impossible  for  me  to  be  in  Washington.  I  did 
hope  for  a  larger  award  than  amount  named  in  yonr  telegram. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  STEDTBEBGEB. 
Oeneral  A.  B.  Dteb, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  8.  A, 


Franklin  TELEaEAPH  Company,  October  20, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York.] 

To  Hon.  W.  W.  Belknap,  Secretary  of  War  : 

Will  new  bid  be  entered  for  all  the  new  Springfields  t 

J.  B.  HtrSSBY, 
Or.  H.  B.  BROWN, 

58  WaU  Street. 


Obdnanoe  Oppioe,  Wab  Dbpaetmbnt, 

Washingtanj  October  21, 1870. 

J.  R.  HussEY,  care  of  H,  K  Brown^  58  Wall  Street^  New  York  : 

Telegram  to  Secretary  received.    Muskets  all  disposed  of. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Westebn  TTnion  TELEaBAPH,  Wab  Depabtment, 

3.47,  October  21, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  Now  York ,  1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyeb,  Ordnance  Office : 

Parties  to  whom  Spriugfields  and  ammunition  were  awarded  have  all 
deposited  certified  checks  covering  the  margin. 

8.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 


On  the  22d  October  the  following  correspondence  ensued : 

New  Yobk,  October  21, 1870. 

Deab  Sib  :  We  have,  in  accordance  with  your  award,  deposited  with 
Colonel  Crispin  a  certified  check  for  $241,000,  being  a  margin  on  the 
100,000  new  Springfields. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 

General  A.  B.  Dyeb, 

Chief  of  OrdnancCj  Washington. 
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Western  Union  TELsaRAPH,  War  Department, 

9.30,  Oetoher  22^  1870. 

[By  telegraph  fioin  New  York,  22d,  1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office : 

Will  you  sell  two  hundred  thousand  (new  or  repaired)  Springfield  rifles 
with  cartridges  t    Answer  price,  condition,  and  delivery. 

SPIES,  KISSAM  &  CO., 

No.  16  Courtland  Street 


Ordnanoe  Office,  War  Department, 

October  22^  1870. 

Spies,  S^issam  &  Co.,  16  OourUand  Street^  New  York : 

Telegram  received.    No  Springfield  muskets  or  ammonitioa  for  them 
for  sale  at  present  time. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Office  of  the  United  States  Ordnance  Agency,  &c., 

Net€  York  City,  October  22, 1870. 

General  :  I  have  the  honor  to  report,  in  obedience  to  yonr  instruc- 
tions of  the  20th  instant,  that  Mr.  A.  B.  Steinberger  has  this  day  depos- 
ited with  me  a  certified  check  for  $6,678,  being  the  20  per  cent,  on  his 
award  of  6,300  cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

s.  CRisPrsr, 

Brevet  Colonel,  U.  S.  A.,  Major  Ordnance. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance,  U.  8.  A.,  Washington,!).  C. 


38,315.] 

Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fibe-Arms  Manufacturino  Co., 

Hartford,  Connecticut,  October  24, 1870. 

General  :  Your  letter  of  the  20th  instant  has  been  received.  Our 
first  bid  for  the  new  Enfields  was  made  on  Wednesday,  the  12th  instant, 
to  Colonel  Crispin,  and  was  for  (7  each.  On  Thursday,  the  13th  instant, 
we  were  informed  that  that  bid  was  too  low,  and  was  declined,  and  that 
pew  bids  were  to  be  opened  on  Saturday,  the  15th  instant.  We  accord- 
ingly bid  $7  75  each,  and  on  Saturday  were  informed  that  the  opening 
of  the  bids  was  Airther  postponed  until  Tuesday,  the  18th  instant. 
These  Enfields  were  sold  to  a  party  in  London,  subject  to  immediate 
delivery,  and  we  had  hoped  that  the  delay  in  giving  a  definite  answer  to 
the  party  as  to  date  of  delivery  would  not  interfere  with  the  sale.  But 
ftboat  the  same  hour  that  we  received  your  dispatch  awarding  us  the 
muskets,  we  received  one  from  London  of  this  tenor,  viz,  "  Offer  new 
Enfields  withdrawn,  owing  to  uncertainty.''  As  your  dispatch  left  it 
discretionary  with  us  to  accept  or  reject  the  award,  and  as  our  bid  was 
made  npou  a  bona  fide  sale,  antl  not  for  8i)eculatiou,  we  determined  to 
decline  the  award.    We  thank  you  for  having  given  us  the  opportunity 
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to  do  SO,  bat  are  sorry  that  we  conid  not  have  purchased  the  muskets  on 
Saturday,  the  15th  instant. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-Presidenty  Oenerai  Agent  OoWs  Arms  Company, 
Miyor  Oenerai  A.  B.  Dteb, 

Chief  of  Ordnance  J  Washingtonj  2>.  (7. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  26, 1870. 

Sir:  I  have  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  the  24th  instant,  as  well  as 
the  telegram  of  the  20th,  declining  the  award  of  the  new  Enfield  mus- 
kets, which  had  been  made  on  your  bid  of  $7  75  each  for  those  offered 
for  sale,  and  have  to  say  that  your  reasons  given  for  declining  the  award 
are  entirely  satisfactory  to  this  Bureau. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  8.  A* 
Oenerai  W.  B.  Franklin, 
President  Coifs  P.  A,  Company^  Hartford^  Connecticut. 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

12My  October  2%^  1870. 
[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  28, 1870.] 

To  Oenerai  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Am  I  not  entitled  to  the  forty  thousand  new  Enfields,  being  next 
highest  bid  to  Franklin  t 

^H  A.  B.  STEINBERGEE. 

r^^,  

\^l   xf  Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

'*         *  Washinifton^  October  28, 1870. 

A.  B.  Steinberoer,  New  York : 

Telegram  received.    You  are  not  entitled  to  any  new  Enfields. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

New  York,  October  27, 1870. 

Dear  Sir:  Your  circular,  inviting  us  to  make  proposals  for  Spring- 
field muskets,  on  the  13th,  and  postponed  to  the  18th,  states  '^with  150 
rounds  of  ammunition  for  each  gun."  We  made  a  proposal  in  accord- 
ance with  this  for  200,000  guns  and  30,000,000  cartridges,  and  you  award- 
ed to  us  100,000  guns,  but  no  ammunition.  We  should  not  have  accepted 
the  award  had  we  not  expected  an  award  of  ammunition,  as  our  Hr. 
Edwards  was  told  that  there  existed  16,000,000  or  more  cartridges  in 
the  different  arsenals,  after  the  award  of  25,000,000  was  completed. 

This  quantity  is  due  us  on  our  proposal,  and,  therefore,  we  demand  it 
as  being  a  part  of  our  purchase. 
Yours,  most  respectfully, 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 
Gen.  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance,  Washington, 
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Ordnance  Oppice,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  28, 1870. 

Gentlemen  :  Your  letter  of  the  27th  instaut,  claiming  15,000^000  or 
more  cartridges  on  the  award  of  100,000  muskets,  which  was  made  to 
yoa  on  the  20th  instaut,  and  demanding  them  as  being  a  part  of  your  pur- 
chase, has  been  received  and  carefully  considered,  and  the  conclusions 
arrived  at  are  very  different  from  those  I'eached  by  you.  Your  Mr.  Ed- 
wards was  present  when  the  award  was  made  on  the  20th  instant,  and 
understood  tliat  not  one  round  of  ammunition  was  awarded  to  you. 
Both  my  dispatch  and  letter  to  you  of  the  same  date  state  distinctly 
that  100,000  new  Springfield  muskets  had  been  awarded  to  you,  at  $12  05, 
but  no  mention  is  made  of  any  ammunition  having  been  awarded  to 
you,  and  it  was  left  optional  with  you  to  accept  or  decline  the  award. 
You  accepted  the  award,  as  per  your  letter  of  the  21st  instant,  and  de- 
posited with  Colonel  Crispin  a  certified  check  for  $241,000 — being,  as  you 
stated,  ^'  a  margin  on  the  100,000  new  Springfields."  This  Department, 
not  recognizing  the  validity  of  your  claim  for  cartridges,  declines  to  fur- 
nish any  on  your  demand. 

Do  I  understand  that  you  desire  to  surrender  the  muskets,  unless  the 
ammunition  demanded  is  furnished  t 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  B.  A. 

Messrs.  Schxjtler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  Nevo  York. 


New  York,  October  28, 1870. 

Colonel  :  Since  making  the  application  of  delivery  for  balance  of  the 
award  of  50,000  new  Springfields,  we  wish  to  be  informed  if  we  are  en- 
titled to  the  150  rounds  each  of  ammunition,  which  we  presume,  from  the 
tenor  of  our  notice  to  bid,  would  entitle  us  to  receive  them  at  a  price  to 
be  determined  by  the  Department  If  any  award  should  be  made  with 
this  understanding,  we  desire  to  be  notified,  so  that  we  may  have  the 
option  to  accept  the  amount  that  would  be  due  us. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

HERMAN  BOKBR  &  CO. 
Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

Major  of  Ordnance^  Chreene  and  Houston^  New  York. 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency,  New  York, 

October  28, 1870. 

Bespectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  for  the  information  and 
action  of  the  Department. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  U,  8.  A.y  Major  of  Ordnance, 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

3.30,  October  29, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  29, 1870.] 

To  Major  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  Ordnance : 

I  claim  to  be  entitled  to  the  new  Enfields,  and  be  placed  in  same  posi- 
tion as  other  parties  here  who  were  awarded  Springfields,  after  failure 
of  Wright  to  deposit  margin.   • 

A.  B.  STEI^JTBEEGEE. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washinffton^  October  29, 1870. 

A.  B,  Steinberger,  Pine  street^  New  York : 

Telegram  received.  Tour  claim  for  Dew  Enfields  not  recognized.  Your 
bid  was  not  deemed  satisfactory  as  to  price,  and  was  rejected. 

A.  B.  DYEE, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  8.  A. 


Cape  Cod  Ship-Canal  Company,  &c., 

New  York,  October  31, 1870. 

Dear  General  :  My  telegram  of  the  29th  was  a  business  protest. 
Affliction  alone  prevents  my  appearance  in  Washington.  I  opine  that 
a  difference  of  35  cents  per  gun,  after  the  failure  of  Franklin  to  respond, 
would  either  entitle  me  to  priority,  or  that  a  proposition  would  be  sub- 
mitted to.  In  a  word,  that  no  party  could  purchase  the  ^,000  new 
Enfields  previous  to  notification  to  me  as  next  highest  bidder.  I  beg, 
sir,  that  you  will  not  esteem  my  demands  as  forced,  but  accord  to  me 
such  courtesy  as  other  purchasers  who  may  be  upon  the  spot. 

I  hope  that  you  will  send  messages  ^^  to  collect."   If  my  presence,  with 
guarantee,  is  necessary  in  Washington,  I  will  come  on. 
Your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  STEINBERGEB. 
Msgor  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Vhief  of  OrdnanoCj  U.  8.  A. 

P.  S. — If  higher  prices  are  necessary,  I  may  be  compelled  to  submit 
to  the  loss. 

S. 


Western  Union  Telegraph, 

11.35,  January  25, 1871. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  25, 1871.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Garrison,  on  Smith  &  Crosby's  purchase,  needs  sixty  thousand  three- 
inch  projectiles  for  batteries.  No  margin  for  ammunition  was  deposited. 
Application,  however,  was  made  for  it  just  prior  to  instructions  to  dis- 
continue sale.  Steinberger  wants  the  sixty-three  (63)  hundred  Enfields 
awarded  in  October  last.  Margin  is  up,  but  time  expired  for  delivery. 
Would  recommend  consummation.    Please  reply  by  telegraph. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  U.  8,  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washinfftonj  January  25, 1871. 

Commanding  Officer,  New  York  Agency, 

Houston  and  Oreene^  New  York : 

The  sixty  thousand  rounds  of  ammunition  should  go  with  the  batteries 
sold  to  Smith  &  Crosby.    Whole  margin  should  be  deposited  at  once. 
Consummate  sale  of  Enfields  made  in  October  to  Steinberger. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

'  Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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The  right  to  these  6,300  Enfields  TTas  transferred  by  Steinberger  on 
January  23, 1871,  to  O.  K.  Garrison,  but  the  arms  were  never  called  for. 

On  the  28th  July,  1871,  on  the  recommendation  of  the  Chief  of  Ord- 
nance, the  sale  of  the  Enfields  (which  had  never  passed  out  of  the  pos- 
session of  the  Ordnance  Department)  was  canceled  by  the  Secretary  of 
War,  and  the  margin  of  $6,678,  which  had  not  been  turned  into  the 
Treasury,  was  directed  to  be  returned  to  C.  K.  Garrison,  as  per  following 
correspondence : 

ISTbw  York,  April  5, 1871. 

Gexbral:  I  would  respectfully  represent,  that  on  January  23, 1871, 
Messrs.  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.  agreed  to  purchase  of  the  United  States, 
on  my  account,  36,000  new  Enfield  rifle-muskets,  at  $8  per  arm,  and  on 
that  date,  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  your  Bureau,  I 
deposited  to  secure  the  purchase  the  sum  of  $57,600  as  a  20  per  cent, 
margin,  at  the  ordnance  office  in  this  city ;  also  that  I  assumed  about 
that  time  the  purchase  of  the  6,300  cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields,  bought 
of  the  United  States  in  October,  1870,  by  A.  B.  Steinberger,  and  on  which 
the  sum  of  $6,678,  as  a  margin,  was  also  deposited.  These  arms  were 
part  of  a  contract  held  by  me,  under  which  coutract  I  was  also  to  deliver 
the  batteries  purchased  of  the  Government  for  me,  through  Messrs. 
Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  at  about  the  same  time;  but  as  I  agreed  to  pur- 
chase January  23,  and  the  batteries  and  ammunition  were  not  all  finally' 
delivered  until  early  in  March,  (thus  involving  a  delay  not  anticipated 
hy  me,)  I  lost  the  sale  of  the  arms'  and  all  other  materials,  my  contract 
at  about  that  time  being  wholly  canceled.  I  would  further  represent 
that  the  whole  transaction  was  dependent  upon  my  ability  to  deliver 
not  the  goods  in  part^  but  the  whole  of  them,  including  Enfields,  batteries, 
and  ammunition ;  an4  it  is  my  belief  that,  if  the  materials  could  have 
been  delivered  as  soon  as  we  had  a  reasonable  right  to  expect,  there 
would  have  been  no  doubt  but  that  I  would  not  now  have  the  goods  on 
hand  without  a  market.  The  United  States  Government  did  not  lose 
the  sale  of  the  guns  controlled  by  my  margins  deposited,  as  no  market 
existed  for  Enfields  at  the  time  of  purchase,  and,  in  fact,  not  since  that 
date.    This  can  readily  be  confirmed  by  disinterested  parties. 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  am  satisfied  that  it  is  reasonable  and 
jast  that  1  should  have  returned  to  me  the  margin  deposited  on  the 
Enfields,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  $64,278. 

Awaiting  your  reply,  and  hoping  lor  a  favorable  consideration  of  the 
matter, 

I  remain,  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

C.  K.  GARRISON. 

General  A.  B.  Dyeb, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington,  JD.  C. 

[Indorsements.] 

Ordnance  Office,  April  14, 1871. 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  commanding  oflicer  of  the  New  York 
agency,  for  report. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  in  charge. 

United  States  Oednance  Agency,  New  York, 

Ai>r«24, 1871. 
Respectfully  returned  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance. 
The  Messrs.  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  on  or  before  January  21,  1871, 
o3ered  $8  per  arm  for  3G,006  new  Enfields,  which  offer  was  aceei»te(\ 
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with  the  usaal  grace  of  thirty  days,  for  the  purchaser  to  pay  and  re- 
move, the  United  States  to  deliver  on  demand,  the  indispensable  delays 
for  handling  and  transportation  being  understood ;  the  parties  to  de- 
posit on  or  before  the  23d  of  January,  1871,  at  noon,  a  20  per  cent, 
margin,  to!  wit,  the  sum  of  $57,600.  On  January  21,  1871,  the  Messrs. 
Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  over  their  signature,  transferred  their  right  to 
purchase  to  C.  K.Garrison,  and  this  latter  party,  on  January  23,  1871, 
deposited  with  this  oifice,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Bureau, 
the  required  margin,  and  was  henceforth  recognized  as  the  purchaser. 

A.  B.  Steinberger  had  awarded,  under  the  same  conditions  as  the 
above,  6,300  cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields,  at  $5  30  per  arm,  October 
20, 1870,  and  on  October  23, 1870,  deposited  his  margin  of  86,678. 

Under  date  of  January  23, 1871,  Steinberger  transferred  his  sale  to 
Garrison,  and  the  Bureau,  on  January  25, 1871,  authorized  the  consum- 
mation of  the  sale,  the  time  for  payment  and  removal  having  expired. 

No  demands  for  delivery  were  made  during  the  thirty  days  allowed  in 
each  case  for  payment  and  removal,  nor  since,  and  the  arms  are  yet 
in  the  possession  of  the  Government. 

The  batteries  and  ammunition  referred  to  in  the  within  correspond- 
ence were  purchased  by  0.  K.  Garrison,  through  the  Messi-s.  Smith, 
Crosby  &  Co.,  on  the  ordinary  terms  as  to  delivefy,  and  the  Depart- 
ment used  all  due  diligence  on  demand,  on  compliance  as  to  terms  of 
payment  by  purchasers,  and  commenced  deliveries  on  the  6th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1871,  and  continued,  without  unreasonable  delay  as  far  as  it-was 
concerned,  to  deliver — final  deliveries  being  made  on  or  about  the  1st  of 
March,  J 871,  thus  fulfilling  its  part  of  the  bargain. 

In  this  connection  it  may  be  remarked,  that  causes  beyond  the  con- 
trol of  the  Department,  owing  to  the  winter  snows,  and  other  circum- 
stances, led  to  delays  in  transportation  and  delivery,  not  anticipated  by 
the  contracting  parties,  but  of  course  not  chargeable  to  the  United 
States ;  also  that  no  inquiry  was  made  for  the  Enfields  of  this  office, 
from  other  sources,  and  that  this  office  believes  that  Garrison's  contract 
or  order  to  purchase  was  the  only  one  at  the  time  of  his  agreement,  or 
since,  in  the  market;  and  hence  a  knowledge  on  the  part  of  dealers  of 
the  transaction  did  not  at  the  time  (nor  since)  stop  negotiations  from 
others  than  Garrison  for  purchase,  and  hence  no  sale,  it  is  believed,  was 
lost,  nor  monetary  loss  sustained  by  the  Government,  by  the  inchoate 
bargain  with  Garrison. 

The  object  of  the  deposit  of  a  margin  being  to  protect  the  Govern- 
ment from  the  contingencies  of  losses  of  sales,  in  granting  as  an  equiv- 
alent a  control  for  a  period  of  time,  it  becomes  a  question,  whether  an 
application  for  a  return  of  a  margin  in  a  case  like  the  present,  where 
no  detriment  has  ai>parently  occurred  to  the  public  interests,  should  be 
treated  the  same  as  another,  where  competition  and  demand  has  clearly 
established  that  the  Government  has  lost  a  sale,  and  thus  sustained  an 
equivalent  monetary  damage  to  at  least  the  extent  of  the  margin  for 
the  control  granted.  -  As  no  stipulations  contemplating  the  contingencies 
above  stated  were  made  by  the  contracting  parties,  the  Government  has 
the  technical  right  to  retain  the  margins,  and  it  may  be  the  just  right 
to  do  so,  but  it  seemingly  has  given  no  equivalent  in  this  case  for  the 
money  dei)0sited. 

8.  CRISPES^, 
Brevet  Colonel,  United  States  Armi'j  Major  of  Ordnance, 
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New  York,  Jurte  9, 1871. 

Dear  Sir  :  On  tbe  5th  of  April  last  I  addressed  a  letter  to  General 
A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance,  askin^:  for  a  return  to  nie  of  the  sum 
of  §64,278,  deposited  as  a  margin  on  the  proposed  purchase  by  me  of 
the  arms  therein  referred  to. 

For  tbe  reasons  stated  in  that  letter,  it  seems  to  me  clear  that  the 
Government  ought  in  equity  to  refund  this  sum  to  me ;  and  as  I  paid 
this  money  to  you,  I  take  the  liberty  of  asking  what  action  has  or  may 
be  taken  by  the  Government  upon  my  application.  My  case  is  one  of 
serious  hardship,  while  the  Government  will  lose  nothing  by  my  action 
if  it  returns  these  margins  to  me,  as  the  guns  could  not  have  been  sold 
to  other  parties,  and  I  therefore  respectfully  ask  that  you  will  consider 
my  claim,  and  act  upon  the  same  as  speedily  as  is  x)ossible;  and  I  am, 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

C.  K.  GARRISON. 

Colonel  Silas  Crispin, 

Chief  Ordtmrice  Officer,  Xeic  YorJc  City. 

Ordnance  Agency,  June  12, 1871. 

Itespectfully  submitted  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  for  his  information, 
and  his  attention  invited  to  my  indorsement  of  April  24  on  Mr.  Garri- 
son's letter  of  the  5th  of  that  month. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  and  Major  of  Ordnance, 

The  foregoing  letters  of  C.  K.  Garrison  of  April  5  and  June  9, 1871, 
with  their  indorsements  by  Colonel  Crispin,  were  submitted  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  July  21,  1871,  under  tbe  following  indorsement : 

Ordnance  Office,  July  21, 1871, 

Respectfully  submitted  to  tbe  Secretary  of  War.  For  tbe  reason  given 
by  Major  Crispin,  I  recommend  that  the  sale  of  the  Enfield  muskets 
referred  to  by  Mr.  Garrison,  and  which  have  never  passed  out  of  the 
possession  of  tbe  Ordnance  Department,  be  canceled,  and  that  the 
margin  which  was  paid  by  him,  and  which  has  not  been  turned  into  tbe 
Treasury,  be  returned  to  Mr.  Garrison. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance. 
Approved  by  tbe  Secretary  of  War. 

JOHN  POTTS, 
Chief  Clerk,  War  Department, 
Jumr  28, 1871. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Departsient, 

Washington^  July  29, 1871. 

Sir  :  Mr.  C.  K.  Garrison's  letter  of  April  5tb  last,  asking  return  of 
the  margin  deposited  with  you  on  account  of  tbe  Enfield  rifles,  having 
been  submitted  to  tbe  Secretary  of  War,  be  has  authorized  that  tbe  sale 
be  canceled,  and  that  the  margin  so  deposited,  $64,278,  be  returned  to 
bim,  and  you  are  authorized  to  act  accordingly. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENET, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  in  charge. 
Co3Df  ANDiNa  Officer, 

New  Yorh  Agency. 
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Sales  of  arms  made  under  the  invitaiions  for  proposals  dated  October  12, 

13,  and  15, 1870. 

H.  Boker  &  Co. :  60,000  Springfield  rifled  muskets,  caliber  .58,  new, 
at  812  10  each. 

Schuyler,  Hartly  &  Graham:  100,000  Springfield  rifled  muskets, 
caliber  .58,  new,  at  $12  05  each. 

Austin  Baldwin  &  Go. :  40,000  Springfield  rifled  muskets,  caliber  .58, 
new,  at  $12  30  each;  110,000  Springfield  rifled  muskets,  caliber  .58, 
C.  &  B.,  at  $9  30  each;  25,000,000  elongated  ball-cartridges,  caliber 
.574,  at  $16  30  per  M. 


Exhibit  No.  4. 

Sale  of  Springfield  hreech-loaders^  model  of  1866,  and  ammunition. 

Office  ofJUnited  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

CoBNEB  Houston  and  Greene  Streets, 
(Entrance  on  Greene,)  P.  O.  Box  1811, 
New  York  City^  December  10,  1871. 

Sir  :  You  will  please  ascertain  and  inform  Major  Crispin  by  tele- 
graph on  Monday  next  as  follows,  viz : 

Within  what  time  5,000  Springfield  breech-loading,  model  of  1866, 
with  200  roands  of  ammunition,  can  be  delivereJ  in  New  York. 

Within  what  time  10,000  breech-loading,  model  1866,  with  250  roands 
of  ammunition,  can  be  delivered. 
Within  what  time  20,000,  with  ammunition,  can  be  delivered. 
What  number,  with  ammunition,  can  be  delivered. 
Reply  in  cipher,  using  this  key : 
5,000  muskets  and  ammunitioD,  A. 
1,000  muskets  and  ammunition,  B. 
20,000  muskets  and  ammunition,  C. 

To  express  the  total  number  of  muskets,  with  a:nmuriition,  that  can 
be  delivered,  and  the  time  in  days  withiu  which  the  deliveries  can  be 
made,  use  the  following  cipher,  viz : 

1234567890 

chamberpot 

Respectfully,  your  odedient  servant. 


Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Washington,  J).  C. 


A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


.    Example :  Letter  received.    Ainhb;  Binmt;    Ginet:abpt 
in  C  o  t. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  December  11, 1870. 

CJeneral  :  Your  telegram  of  10th  instant,  relative  to  harness,  was 
received  by  me  after  office-hours.  Upon  .examining  the  books  this  morn- 
ing, it  is  ascertained  that  the  harness  at  Washington  arsenal  is  reported 
as  complete.  To  make  the  matter  certain,  1  shall  have  inquiry  made  at 
the  arsenal,  and  will  telegraph  you  to-morrow  morning  on  this  point. 
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With  regard  to  muskets,  I  did  not  deem  it  advisable  to  telegraph,  for 
the  reason  that  this  letter  will  reach  you  early  in  the  morning,  and  I 
can  in  this  matter  give  you  such  information  as  we  possess,  which  will 
enable  you  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  the  time  it  will  take  to  collect  the 
arm$  at  New  York, 

From  the  statement  herewith  inclosed,  yoa  will  perceive  that,  all  told, 
serviceable  and  unserviceable,  we  have  only  about  14,000,  besides  such 
as  are  in  the  hands  of  troops. 

We  have  2,000,000  cartridges  at  Frankford,  which  will  furnish  as 
many  as  will  be  required  for  the  arms  that  can  be  made  available.  (On 
hand  yesterday  at  Frankford  arsenal,  2,230,760.) 

Colonel  Treadwell  is  making  about  60,000  per  week,  and,  as  you  know, 
can  increase  the  production  to  100,000  per  day. 

You  will  notice  in  the  list  of  muskets  that  a  large  proportion  of  them,- 
both  serviceable  and  unserviceable,  are  at  distant  stations,  as  San  An- 
tonio, Cheyenne,  and  Benicia. 

Would  it  not  be  well  to  order  at  once  the  unserviceable  ones  to  Spring- 
field for  repairs  ? 

In  addition  to  the  cartridges  at  Frankford,  there  are  at  arsenals  as 
follows:  Leavenworth,  900,000;  San  Antonio,  700,000;  Washington, 
96,000;  Cheyenne,  320,000;  Omaha,  112,000 ;  Detroit,  111,000 ;  Charles- 
ton, 196,000 ;  Augusta,  230,000. 

I  inclose  a  statement  of  the  number  of  muskets  which,  in  my  opinion, 
could  be  delivered  in  New  York  in  thirty  -and  sixty  days. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENET, 

Major  of  Ordnance, 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  New  York, 

(So  copy  of  statement  kept  on  file.) 


Office  of  United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 
Corner  Houston  and  Greene  Streets, 
(Entrance  on  Greene,)  P.  O.  Box  1811, 
New  York.  Gity^  December  12, 1870. 

Sir  :  Tour  answer  of  yesterday  by  mail  to  my  cipher  dispatch  of  the 
10th  instant,  in  relation  to  Springfield  breech-loading  muskets,  model 
1866,  is  received.  I  find  that  all  the  muskets  of  this  model,  or  any  por- 
tion of  them,  can  be  sold  at  our  price,  (cost,)  provided  400  cartridges  per 
gun  can  be  furnished  with  them. 

As  these  guns  are  of  obsolete  pattern,  and  the  troops  are 
anxious  to  obtain  the  model  1868,  it  would  seem  that  we  should  ^' 
sell  as  many  of  these  muskets  as  we  can,  and  as  it  is  vital  that  p;^ 
in  order  to  do  it  that  ammunition  should  be  furnished,  we  might  ^t 
very  properly  fabricate  it  to  go  with  them,  fto  be  sold  at  its  g*| 
full  value,)  but  this  cannot  be  done  without  tne  full  knowledge  « 
and  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  War.  ^   ^ 

You  will  please  learn  from  him,  and  inform  me,  whether  he  ..  ^  | 
will  authorize  ammunition  to  be  made  at  Frankford  and  sold  |  ^  ^- 
with  the  arms,  and,  should  he  authorize  it,  direct  the  command-  |  ^ 
ing  officer  of  Frankford  arsenal  at  once  to  increase  the  mannfac-  ^  g 
tore  of  cartridges  to  the  extent  of  the  capacity  of  the  arsotial. 
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You  can  explain  to  tbe  Secretary  why  it  is  desirable  that  all  of  the 
^66  model  maskets  should  be  sold,  and  that  only  so  many  as  we  can  far- 
nish  ammunition  for  can  be  sold. 

I  may  leave  for  Springfield  armory  to-morrow  night.  Advise  me  to- 
morrow forenoon  by  telegraph  of  the  result  of  your  interview  with  the 
Secretary,  and,  should  he  approve  the  sale,  have  all  of  the  unserviceable 
muskets  of  1866  model  ordered  to  Springfield  armory  to  be  repaired, 
and  take  measures  to  call  in  the  muskets  of  this  model  which  are  now 
in  the*  hands  of  the  troops,  and  replace  them  by  muskets  of  the  1868 
model. 

Those  called  in  should  be  sent  to  ]S^ew  York  agency.  If  an  exchange 
of  16,000  to.  20,000  or  more  of  these  muskets,  now  in  the  hands  of  troops, 
for  an  equal  number  of  Remington  arms,  could  be  made  by  the  Depart- 
ment, it  is  worthy  of  consideration  whether  it  is  not  desirable  that  it 
should  be  done,  especially  in  view  of  the  recommendations  of  the  board 
of  which  Major  General  Schofield  was  president,  and  of  the  admitted 
excellence  of  the  Eemington  system,  and  of  the  fact  that  the  same  car- 
tridge can  be  used  in  the  Kemington  and  Springfield  standard  musket. 

The  question  of  exchange  is  more  especially  to  be  considered,  as  it  is 
not  deemed  best  to  materially  deplete  our  present  limited  supply  of 
breech-loaders,  even  of  inferior  models,  to  extend  below  the  present 
quantity.  If  a  sale  is  made  and  not  an  exchange,  the  moneys  will  of 
course  [go]  into  the  public  Treasury,  and  not  be  available  forthe  fabrica- 
tion or  purchase  of  arms. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U,  S,  Army. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  S.  V.  Beni&t, 

Ordnance  Office,  Washington,  D,  C, 


Ordnanoe  Office,  War  Depabtment, 

Washingtonj  December  13,  1870. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Care  Colonel  Crispin.  Houston  and  Oreene,  New  Torlc : 

Letter  received.  Secretary  approves,  except  exchange  with  R.,  which 
is  left  for  future  consideration.  Ammunition  ordered  to  be  made,  and 
your  wishes  carried  out  fully. 

Your  letter  does  not  say  that  the  new  and  serviceable  at  arsenals 
must  be  sent  to  agency.    Reply. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


Office  of  United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

Corner  Houston  and  Greene  Streets, 
(Entrance  on  Greene,)  P.  O.  Box  1811, 

New  York  City,  December  13, 1870. 

Sir  :  Your  dispatch  of  to-day,  reporting  tbe  result  of  your  interview 
with  the  Secretary  of  War,  Las  been  received.  In  view  of  its  tenor, 
you  will  please  take  measures  to  have  the  new  and  serviceable  muskets 
of  the  model  of  1866  sent  by  fast  freight  to  the  New  York  agency. 
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fram  all  arsenals  except  Union  and  Vancouver.  It  is  supposed  that  you 
have  already  taken  measures  to  have  all  the  unserviceable  muskets  of 
this  model  sent  to  Springfield  armory,  to  be  put  in  order,  and  also  to 
have  the  muskets  of  this  model,  which  are  now  in  the  hands  of  the 
troops,  replaced  by  muskets  of  the  'G8  model,  and  sent  at  once  to  the 
New  York  agency. 

It  is  thought  that  the^e  arms  can  be  pa.cked  in  the  boxes  which  will 
be  received  with  the  '68  model  muskets.  If  this  has  not  already  been 
done,  it  should  be  attended  to  at  once,  as  it  is  important  that  these  arms 
should  be  in  readiness  for  delivery  at  New  York  at  as  early  a  date  as 
practicable. 

Order  at  the  same  time:  96,000  musket  cartridges,  caliber  .50,  from 
Washington;  100,000  musket  cartridges,  caliber  .50,  from  Detroit; 
150,000  musket  cartridges,  caliber  .50,  from  Charleston  ;  150,000  musket 
cartridges,  caliber  .50,  from  Augusta. 

Fi-eights  will  be  paid  by  this  Department. 

Kespectfully,  A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  S.  A. 

Lieutenant  Colonel  S.  V.  Ben^t, 

Waahingtonj  D,  C 


Office  of  United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 
Cob.  Houston  and  Greene  Sts.,  (entrance  on  Greene,) 

P.  0.  Box  1811,  Netc  York  City,  December  19,  1870. 

Major  :  You  are  authorized  to  sell  all  the  Springfield  breech  loading 
muskets,  cal.  .50,  model  1866,  that  may  be  turned  over  to  you,  at  the    . 
following  prices  for  the  arms,  viz :  $21.60  each  -,  also,  ammunition  for 
tbe  same,  at  $35  per  1,000. 

All  the  Joslyn  rifles  on  hand,  altered  from  rim  tire  to  center-fire, 
Uuited  Stiites  standard  cartridges,  at  $15.50  each. 
Respectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance,  United  States  Army. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency,  New  York, 

N.  B.  The  above  are  to  be  boxed  and  delivered  in  New  York  City. 

A.  B.  DYEK, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Exhibit  No.  5. 

ADVERTISEMENT  OF  OCTOBER  17,  1870. 

Proposals  for  the  sale  of  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Depart^vient, 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  17, 1870. 

Sealed  proposals  will  be  received  at  this  office  until  2  o'clock  p.  m.  on 
Saturday,  the  2yth  day  of  October,  1870,  for  the  purchase  of  the  follow- 
iu|:  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  viz : 

2,500  breech -loading  muskets,  cal.  .58,  with  cartridges  for  same. 
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1,000  Ball's  repeating  carbines,  cal.  .50,  with  ammanition. 
2,500  Gallagher's  carbines,  adapted  for  Spencer's  ammanition. 
4,000  Maynard's  carbines,  with  500  roands  of  ammanition  per  gan. 
1,000  Palmer's  carbines,  cal.  .44  with  ammanition. 
3,600  Remington's  carbines,  cal.  .44,  with  ammanition. 
2,500  Warner's  carbines  and  ammunition. 
2,700  Joslyu's  carbines  and  ammunition,  cal.  .52. 
40,000  sets  carbine  accouterments,  serviceable,  Blakeslee's  and  other 
patterns. 
70,000  sets  infantry  accouterments. 
20,000  Starr's  revolvers,  cal.  .44,  with  ammunition. 
5,000  Rogers'  and  Spencer's  revolvers,  cal.  .44,  with  ammanition. 
10,000  Remington  army  revolvers,  cal.  .44,  with  ammunition. 
35,000  pistol-holsters. 
40,000  cavalry  sabers. 
1,000  Spencer  rifles. 
20,000  sets  horse  equipments. 

FIELD  ARTILLERY. 

50  batteries  of  field  artillery,  complete,  with  ammunition. 

Bids  will  be  entertained  for  any  one  or 'all  of  the  foregoing  lots.  The 
bids  to  specify  the  price  offered  for  the  arms,  with  ammunition ;  for 
accouterments  by  themselves.  Theb  ids  for  artillery  will  be  for  batteries 
complete,  with  ammunition — so  much  for  a  battery  of  light  12-poander8, 
and  so  much  for  a  battery  of  Parrott  3-inch  rifle-guns — or  for  batteries 
and  ammunition  separately. 

The  privilege  is  reserved  by  this  oflQce  of  rejecting  any  or  all  bids 
which  may  not  be  deemed  sufficient  or  satisfactory.  A  margin  of  20  per 
cent,  must  be  paid  at  the  time  of  the  award,  and  the  residue  upon  de- 
livery of  the  stores.  All  the  stores  to  be  delivered  at  the  city  of  New 
York  within  thirty  days  after  the  award. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

The  above  advertisement  was  directed  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  Oc- 
tober 17,  1870,  to  be  published  for  four  consecutive  insertions  in  the  Sun, 
Times,  Evening  Post,  Commercial  Advertiser,  Messager-Franco-Amer- 
icain,  Abend  Zeituug,  and  Tribune,  of  New  York  City. 


10  Wall  Street,  Room  32, 

New  York^  October  19, 1870. 

Deab  Sib  :  Please  have  the  kindness  to  send  me  a  blank  form  of  an 
application  for  the  purchase  of  small-arms  from  the  Government  which 
you  intend  to  offer  on  the  29th  instant.  Please  also  have  the  kindness 
to  inform  me  of  the  terms  and  conditions  which  bidders  have  to  comply 
with.  By  doing  so  you  will  confer  a  favor  on 
Yours,  very  respectfully, 

W.  J.  RftE. 
General  Dyer. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WashingioHj  October  21, 1870. 

Sm :  In  reply  to  yoar  letter  of  19th  instant  I  have  to  state  that  no 
blank  forms  have  been  provided  for  bidders  for  purchase  of  arms. 

By  calling  upon  Colonel  Crispin,  ordnance  agent,  corner  of  Houston 
and  Greene  streets,  Kew  York,  yon  will  be  able  to  obtain  all  necessary 
information  in  relation  to  the  sale  of  arms  for  which  bids  have  been 
invited. 

EespectfuUy,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
W.  J.  R£e,  Esq., 
16  Wall  Streety  New  TorJc. 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

9.53,  October  28, 1870.  . 

[By  telegraph  from  CliicagOi  28, 1670.] 

To  General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

What  does  the  twenty  thousand  horse  equipments  consist  of  adver- 
tisedl    Answer. 

OLIVER  LIPPINCOTT. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  October  28, 1870. 

Outer  Lippincott,  Chicago^  Illinois : 

One  saddle,  with  stirrups  and  straps ;  saddle-bags  and  surcingle ;  one 
curb-bridle ;  one  halter ;  one  blanket ;  one  brush  and  curry-comb ;  spurs 
and  straps. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordna/nce, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  October  26, 1870. 

Major  :  You  will  repair  to  this  city  and  report  in  person  at  this  office 
CD  the  morning  of  Saturday,  the  29th  instant,  to  be  present  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  bids  for  arms.  Having  completed  this  duty,  you  will  rejoin 
your  station  in  New  York  City. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance,  Vniiedr  States  Army. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Unit&A  /States  Ordnance  Agency^  New  York. 


Chicago,  October  28, 1870. 

General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washingtonj  D.  0. : 

I  telegraphed  yon  last  night  asking  what  the  horse  equipments  con- 
sisted of;  having  just  returned  from  Fort  Leavenworth  and  Saint  Louis 
arsenals,  I  did  not  notice  before  that  you  had  the  same  in  the  market. 

8SA 
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I  will  send  you  a  bid  to-morrow  by  telegraph,  which,  if  it  shoald  be 
accepted,  will  immediately  respond  with  money  to  make  good  the  pnr- 
chases.  I  made  a  bid  at  Saint  Loais  on  harness,  leather  goods,  &c.,  to 
which  I  would  request  your  earliest  attention ;  also  on  the  previoas  bid, 

ion  different  parts  of  harness,  made  at  Saint  Louis.)    I  received  also  five 
lundred  traces  of  Captain  Bollins,  Saint  Louis,  upon  youranswer  to  my 
dispatch,  for  which  please  accept  my  thanks. 

With  much  respect,  I  remain  your  most  obedient, 

OLIVER  LIPPINCOTT. 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

11.45,  October  29,  1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  Chicago,  Illinois,  29, 1870.] 

To  General  Dyer,  Chief  Ordnance : 

*  I  offer  $5  50  per  set  for  one  thousand  set  of  horse  equipment. 

OLIVER  LIPPINOOTT. 

(Indorsed  in  pencil :  File— not  accepted.) 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Dj:partment, 

12.32,  October  29, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  1870.] 

To  Oolonel  Silas  Crispin  or  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office : 

I  hereby  offer  ten  dollars  and  Ave  cents  each  for  the  twenty-seven  hun- 
dred Joslyn  carbines,  last  model  new  gnus. 

0.  H.  POND. 

(Indorsed  in  pencil :  File — not  accepted.) 


New  York,  October  28, 1870. 

Dear  Sir  :  Agreeable  to  yoar  advertisement  we  make  the  following 
offer  for  2,500  Gallagher  carbines,  new,  adapted  for  Spencer  ammunition : 
.50  or  .52  cal.,  $12  25 ;  2,500  Warner's  carbines,  new,  ditto,  $  12  25 ;  •1,000 
Spencer  rifles  with  bayonets,  new,  $25  50,  with  the  privilege  of  400 
rounds  of  ammunition  for  each  arm,  if  we  desire  it,  at  $18  per  thousand. 
If  this  offer  is  not  promptly  accepted  we  do  not  wish  you  to  consider  it 
binding  upon  us,  as  we  shall  in  that  case  withdraw  it.  It  is  understood 
the  goods  are  to  be  delivered  at  wharf  in  New  York;  no  charge  for  boxes 
or  implements. 

Yours,  truly, 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance  Washington^ 

(Indorsed  in  pencil :  No  sale.    Gallagher  and  Warner  sold.) 
*  (GfElce  mark  in  pencil :  Not  accepted.) 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtony  October  29, 1870. 

ScHUTLER,  Hartley  &  Graham,  17  Maiden  Lane^  New  Torhj 

Twenty-five  hundred  Gallagher  and  the  same  number  Warner  carbines 
awarded  to  yon,  at  twelve  dollars  and  twenty-five  cents  each,  with  four 
hundred  cartridges  per  gan,  at  eighteen  dollars  per  thousand. 

If  you  accept  award,  margin  must  be  put  up  with  Colonel  Crispin  by 
Doon  next  Monday. 
Beply  by  telegraph,  so  that  I  may  order  the  arms  to  New  York  at  once. 

A.  B.  DYEE, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 

The  following  letter,  confirming  the  above  telegram,  was  also  mailed 
October  29, 1870  : 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  29, 1870. 

Gentlemen  :  This  is  to  confirm  my  telegram  of  this  date  advising 
you  that  2,500  Gallagher  carbines,  and  2,500  Warner  carbines,  at  the 
price  of  $12  25  each,  with  400  roands  of  ammunition  per  gun,  had  been 
awarded  to  you  on  your  bid  of  28th  iniM^nt ;  the  cartridges  at  the  price 
of  $18  per  thousand;  and  that  if  you  confirmed  your  bid  and  accepted 
the  award,  the  required  margin  of  20  per  cent,  must  be  put  up  by  or  be- 
fore noon  on  Monday  next  the  31st  instant. 

You  were  requested  to  reply  by  telegraph,  so  that  in  the  event  of  ac- 
ceptance the  arms  could  be  ordered  to  New  York  at  once. 
BespectfuUy,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham, 

17  Maiden  LanCj  New  York, 


New  York,  October  29.-5-53. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington : 

We  will  take  the  twenty-five  hundred  each  Gallagher's  and  Warner's 
carbines,  at  twelve  dollars  and  twenty-five  cents  each,  with  four  hundred 
cartridges  for  each.    Order  the  carbines  to  New  York  at  once. 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 


The  following  offer  was  received  on  the  29th,  after  time  for  making 
award: 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

3.30,  October  29, 1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  29, 1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  U.  S.  X,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

We  offer  you  eight  dollars  each  for  ten  thousand  new  Remington 
revolvers,  and  nine  dollars  per  thousand  for  six  million  cartridges,  with 
caps  for  same*  We  do  not  want  the  pistols  withoat  all  the  cartridges. 
All  to  be  delivered  at  wharf  in  New  York  without  charge  for  boxes 
and  implements.  Offer  good  for  this  day  only.  Please  answer  by 
telegraph. 

AUSTIN,  BALDWIN  &  CO. 
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Ordnance  Ofmot.  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  29,  1870, 

Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  70  Broaducayj  New  York : 

Telegram  received.    Your  offer  for  Bemington  revolvers  declined. 

A.  B.  DYEE, 
Chief  of  Ordnancej  U.  8.  Army 


Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

2.35,  October  31,  1870. 

[By  telegraph  from  Now  York,  31, 1670.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office : 

Scbayler,    Hartley  &    Graham   have    deposited   their    margin    on 
Warner's  carbines,  &c. 

CHARLES  J.  McGOWANT, 

Chief  Cleric,  in  charge. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  30, 1870. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  inform  yon  that  the  bid  of  Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley 
&  Graham  for  2,500  Gallagher  and  2,500  Warner  carbines  at  the  price 
of  $12  25  each,  and  400  rounds  of  ammunition  per  gun,  at  the  price  of 
$18  per  thousand^  has  been  accepted  and  the  award  made  to  them. 

They  were  advised  of  the  award  by  telegraph  and  mail  yesterday, 
and  informed  that  if  they  accepted  the  award  a  margin  of  twenty  per 
cent,  would  have  to  be  put  up  with  you  by  noon,  on  Jtfonday,  the  31st 
instant.  They  have  accepted  the  award,  and,  if  the  margin  is  duly  pot 
up,  you  will  consummate  the  sale,  and  have  the  arms  and  ammunition 
ready  for  delivery. 

Colonel  Hagner  has  been  telegraphed  to  send  the  ammunition  so  as 
to  reach  New  York  on  Tuesday,  and  Colonel  Treadwell  will  be  tele- 
graphed to-day  to  send  to  you  the  Gallagher  and  the  Warner  carbines ; 
2,396  of  the  former  and  2,495  of  the  latter.  The  requisite  number  of 
Gallaghers  can  be  made  up  irom  those  at  the  agency. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance* 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Box  1811,  New  Tor\\ 


Western  Union  TELEaRAPH,  War  Department, 

11.15,  November  2,  1870, 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  2, 1870.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Department : 

Have  heard  nothing  about  my  bid  for  Jbslyns.    Is  it  accepted  f 

•     C.  H.  POND. 
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Obdnanoe  Office,  Wab  Department, 

Washingtonj  November  2, 1870. 

C.  H.  Pond,  New  TorJc : 

Bid  dedined.    If  yoa  desire  to  parchase  call  on  Crispin. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


New  York,  November  3, 1870. 

Dear  Sir  :  Beferring  to  onr  offer  of  the  28th  October,  to  General  A* 
B.  Dyer,  for  2,500  each  Gallagher  and  Warner  carbines,  yoa  will  find  that 
we  thought  and  intended  the  ammnnition  for  the  Gallagher  and  War- 
ner carbines  were  the  same,  and  both  the  same  as  for  Spencer  carbine^ 
for  yon  will  find,  on  looking  at  onr  offer,  it  reads,  '^Adapted  for  Spencer 
ammnnition,  .50  or  .52  caliber,"  and  the  nse  of  the  word  ditto — which 
was  intended  to  mean  the  same  as  the  line  above.  Kow  we  find  that 
yonr  instnictions  wonld  convey  the  idea  that  we  should  take  an  ammn- 
nition for  the  Warner  carbines  different  from  the  Spencer,  and  not 
intended  by  ns  in  onr  offer  to  General  Dyer.  We  claim  that  we  are 
entitled  to  the  Spencer  and  not  the  Warner. 
Yours,  truly, 

SCHUYLER,  HAETLEY  &  GRAHAM. 

Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

Ordnance  Agency. 

Please  ask  for  telegraph  decision. 

[Indorsement.] 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

New  Torkj  November  3, 1870. 

Respectfally  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance.  In  accordance  with 
the  instrnctions  of  the  30th  ultimo,  this  office  required  a  margin  of  20 
per  cent.,  covering  both  the  arms  and  the  ammnnition.  The  original 
bid  of  Schnyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  is  not  on  the  files  of  this  office,  and 
it  refers  the  qnestion  raised  by  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  for  the 
decision  of  the  Department.  The  ammnnition  for  the  Warner  carbine 
u)  special,  and  not  adapted  to  any  other  arm. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  U.  8.  A,j  Major  of  Ordnance. 

[Indorsement.] 

Ordnance  Office,  November  6, 1870. 

Bespectfnlly  returned  to  Major  Crispin.  On  the  17th  ultimo  this 
Department  advertised  for  bids — among  other,  this,  for  ^'2,500  Warner 
carbines  and  ammunition ;"  and  on  the  28th  ultimo  an  offer  was  made 
by  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  in  the  following  words  and  figures : 

"New  York,  October  28, 1870. 

^^Dear  Sir  :  Agreeable  to  your  advertisement,  we  make  the  follow- 
ing offer:  For  2,500  Gallagher  carbines,  new,  adapted  for  Spencer  ammu- 
nitioD,  .50  or  .52  cal.,  $12  25;  2,500  Warner  carbines,  new,  ditto,  $12  25; 
IfOOO  Spencer  rifles,  with  bayonets,  new,  $25  50,  with  the  privilege  of 
^  rounds  of  ammunition  for  each  arm,  if  we  desire  it,  at  $18  per  M. 
If  this  offer  is  not  promptly  sfccepted,  we  do  not  wish  you  to  consider  it 
binding  upon  us,  as  we  shall  in  that  case  withdraw  it. 
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"It  is  anderstood  the  goods  are  to  be  delivered  at  wharf  in  Kew  York. 
'So  charge  for  boxes  or  implemeuts. 
"  Tours,  truly, 

"SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 

"General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance^  WashingtonJ^ 

On  the  29th  ultimo  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  were  informed  by 
telegraph  and  by  letter  that  twenty-five  hjindred  Gallagher  and  the 
same  number  Warner  carbines  had  been  awarded  to  them,  at  twelve 
dollars  and  twenty-five  cents  each,  with  four  hundred  cartridges  i>er 
gun,  at  eighteen  dollars  per  thousand. 

They  replied  as  follows,  by  telegraph : 

"  New  York,  October  29. 

"  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance j  Washington : 

"We  will  take  the  twenty-five  hundred  each  Gallagher  and  Warner 
carbines,  at  twelve  dollars  and  twenty-five  cents  each,  with  four  hundred 
cartridges  for  each.    Order  the  carbines  to  New  York  at  once. 

"SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM.^* 

It  was  clearly  the  intention  of  this  Department  to  sell  the  Warner 
cartridges  with  the  Warner  carbines ;  and  it  would  seem  to  have  been 
the  intention  of  Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  to  purchase  400 
cartridges  for  each  of  the  Warner  carbines ;  and  no  reason  is  known  to 
this  Department  why  the  ammunition  will  not  answer  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  purchased. 

If  Major  Crispin  is  satisfied  that  Messrs.  S.,  H.  &  G.  really  intended, 
at  the  time  their  offer  was  written,  to  purchase  Spencer  ammanition, 
and  no  other,  for  the  Warner  carbines,  he  is  authorized  to  substitute 
Spencer  in  place  of  the  Warner  ammunition,  not  otherwise. 

Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  should  give  a  satisfactory  reason 
for  claiming  Spencer  anjmunition  for  the  Warner  carbines. 
'    The  explanation  contained  in  their  letter  of  the  3d  instant  is  not 
considered  satisfactory  by  the  Department. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

New  York,  November  7, 1870. 

Dear  Sir  :  We  are  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  this  date,  recapitulating 
the  correspondence  between  the  Department  and  ourselves  in  regard  to 
the  award  of  the  Gallagher  and  Warner  carbines  and  ammunition.  We 
inclose  you  a  copy  of  our  offer  of  the  28th  ultimo,  by  which  you  will  see 
that  we  expressly  stated  that  we  wanted  the  arms  fitted  for  the  Spencer 
ammunition,  and  we  had  no  idea,  when  ordering  the  400  rounds  for  each 
arm,  but  what  it  would  be  understood  that  we  were  to  receive  the 
Spencer.  Nor  were  we  aware  at  that  time  that  there  was  any  ammuni- 
tion specially  designed  for  these  arms. 

In  our  communications  to  the  Department  we  have  always  endeavored 
to  be  explicit,  and  can  only  say  in  conclusion  that,  in  making  the  offer, 
we  meant  Spencer  ammunition,  and  in  good  faith  believed  it  would  be 
so  understood ;  and  our  sole  reason  for  making  an  offer  for  the  arms 
was,  that  they  were  to  be  fitted  for  the  Spencer  cartridges. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 
Mr.  S,  Crispin, 

Brevet  Colonel^  U,  8.  A,y  Major  of  OrdnancCj 

Ordnance  Agency^  New  Yori» 
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[Indoraement.] 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

Xew-  York,  November  11, 1870. 

Bespectfiilly  referred  to  the  Chief  of  OrdnaDce.  From  such  iDforma- 
tion  as  is  in  the  possession  of  this  office,  it  is  led  to  believe  that  the 
Messrs.  Schayler,  Hartley  &  Graham  were  probably  unaware  that  there 
existed  a  special  ammanition  for  the  Warner  carbine,  especially  as  this 
arm  is  adapted  for  the  latbst  model  Spencer. 

The  facts  appear  to  be,  that  the  Department  sapposed  that  it  was 
selling  the  Warner  ammunition,  and  the  Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  & 
Graham  snpposed  that  they  were  purchasing  Spencer  ammunition.  A 
compromise,  it  would  seem,  would  be  the  equitable  means  of  settling 
the  matter. 

In  this  connection  it  is  thought  proper  to  state  that  the  Warner 
ammunition  is  not  worth  as  much  as  Spencer,  and  of  course  is  not  in 
demand  independent  of  the  ^uns;  and  if  it  were  subject  to  sale,  this 
office  thinks  that  $16  per  M  would  be  a  fair  price. 

S.  CEISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U,  8.  A,,  Major  of  Ordnance* 

[Indorsement.] 

Ordnance  Offi6e,  yovemher  12, 1870. 

Bespectfully  returned  to  Major  Crispin.  If  the  Warner  cartridges  are 
identical  with  the  Spencer  cartridges,  as  made  prior  to  September,  1864, 
Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  should  take  them  with  the  War- 
ner carbines.  If  they  differ  from  those  cartridges,  he  should  settle  the 
matter  in  dispute  in  such  manner  as  seems  to  him  to  be  equitable  under 
all  the  circumstances.  The  Department  has  no  desire  to  take  any  advan- 
tage whatever  of  Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham ;  it  only  seeks 
to  do  justice  to  them  and  to  the  Government.  •  The  Department  having 
sold  the  Warner  carbines,  is  of  course  anxious  to  dispose  of  the  ammu- 
nition for  them. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance,  U.  S.  A. 


Sales  of  arms,  dec,  rnad^  under  the  advertisement  for  proposals  dated  October 

17, 1870. 

Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  :  2,500  Gallagher  carbines,  caliber 
M,  at  $12  25  each ;  2,492  Warner  carbines,  caliber  .50,  at  $12  25  each  ; 
925,372  Warner  carbine  cartridges,  at  $16  per  M. 


Exhibit  Ko.  6. 

Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  121  and  123  Front  Street, 

New  York,  Janttary  16, 1871. 

My  Dear  General  :  We  are  still  in  doubt  about  the  Springflelds. 
The  parties  hang  fire,  but  we  are  still  in  hopes  to  sell  them,  and  also  the 
batteries.    The  latter  we  expect  an  answer  about  by  cable  every  day. 
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We  offered  the  batteries  based  upon  the  price-list  you  gave  me,  as 
follows : 

10-poander  Parrotts,  at  $187  each ;  lOpoander  G.  and  E.  carriages, 
at  $150  each ;  lOponnder  Parrott  forge,  at  $200 ;  10-ponnder  Parrott 
battery-wagon,  at  $200;  10-poander  Parrott  caisson,  at  $150. 

Implements*  and  equipments,  complete,  for  battery  of  six  guns, 
$832.66. 

Harness :  Two  horses,  wheel,  new,  $90 ;  two  horses,  lead,  new,  $85 ; 
two  horses,  wheel,  0.  and  B.,  $45 ;  two  horses,  lead,  0.  and  B.,  $40. 

As  soon  as  we  get  oar  cable  dispatch,  we  will  communicate  with  you 
by  telegram  at  once,  and  at  the  same  instant  deposit  our  check  'with 
Crispin  as  our  guarantee  of  good  faith.  I  have  seen  Orispin  and  find 
that  it  will  take  a  long  time  to  get  these  batteries  in  shipping  order,  so 
that  whenvwe  get  our  order  for  them,  it  will  be  necessary  to  hurry  matters 
up.  Ko  doubt  other  parties  may  try  and  get  these  batteries  if  they  get 
orders,  and  should  other  offers  reach  you  at  the  same  time  and  price  as 
ours,  I  trust  that  you  will  give  us  the  preference. 

I  am,  general,  very  truly  and  respectfully,  yours, 

J.  SCHUYLEB  CBOSBY. 

General  A.  B.  Dyeb, 

Washingiofty  JD,  C, 


[By  telegraph irom  New  York,  January  17, 1871.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyee,  Chief  Ordnance : 

We  of  course  take  with  the  batteries  all  the  ammunition,  at  prices 
fixed  by  Crispin. 

J.  SCHUYLEB  CBOSBY. 


Obdnancb  Office,  Wab  Depaet^eent, 

Washingtofij  January  17, 1871. 

J.  SOHUYLEE  Ceosb Y,  New  TorJc  : 

Telegram  received.    Crispin's  course  approved.    Purchase  can  only 
be  made  through  him. 

A.  B.  DYEB, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  121  and  123  Fbont  Street, 

Netc  Torkj  January  17, 1871. 

Sir  :  We  herewith  formally  tender  you  our  offer  to  purchase  of  the 
United  States  Government,  in  accordance  with  our  verbal  offer  to  you 
this  morning,  and  our  dispatch  to  same  purport  at  9  o'clock  this  morn- 
ing to  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  20  batteries  10-pouuder  Parrott  guns,  6 
guns  each,  complete  for  field  service,  together  with  harness  and  ammu- 
nition. The  prices  quoted  by  General  Dyer  were  as  follows :  10-pounder 
Parrott  guns,  each  $187 ;  lOpounder  G.  and  B.  carriages,  $150 ;  10- 
pounder  C.  and  B.  forge,  $200;  battery-wagon,  $200;  caisson,  $150; 
implements  and  equipments,  $832  66;  harness,  two  horses,  wheel,  G. 
and  B.,  $45 ;  harness,  two  horses,  lead,  0.  and  B.,  $40. 
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Ammunition :  Fase  shells,  1.58 ;  percussion  shells,  1.81 ;  case  shells, 
1.77;  canister,  .94.    Unfixed ;  we  desire  fixed,  if  possible. 
Yours,  truly, 

SMITH,  CROSBY  &  CO. 
Col.  8.  Crispin. 

[Indorsement.] 

New  York  Agency,  January  17, 1871. 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  with  the  recommenda- 
tion that  authority  be  given  for  the  sale  of  20  batteries,  with  ammuni- 
tion not  to  exceed  500  rounds  per  gun ;  all  at  established  prices. 

A  margin  of  20  per  cent,  on  the  whole  of  the  purchase-money  to  be 
deposited  at  this  office  by  2  o'clock  p.  m.  on  the  20th  instant ;  that  is, 
Friday  next. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  and  Major  of  Ordnance. 
Approved. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance, 
January  18, 1871. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WaM,ngton^  January  18, 1871. 

Commanding  Officer,  New  York  Agency, 

Houston  a/nd  Oreencj  New  Torh: 

Sell  to  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.  twenty  batteries  of  six  three:inch  Par- 
rott  gans,  with  not  exceeding  five  hundred  rounds  of  unfixed  ammuni- 
tions per  gun,  at  established  prices.  Margin  of  20  per  cent,  to  be  depos- 
ited with  you  by  2  p.  m.  on  Friday  next,  20th  instant. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  January  18, 1871. 

Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  121  Front  Street,  New  Yorlc : 

Crispin  authorized  to  sell  you  twenty  batteries  of  six  three-inch*  Par- 
rott  gnns,  with  not  exceeding  five  hundred  rounds  of  unfixed  ammuni- 
tion per  gun,  at  established  prices,  provided  margin  of  20  per  cent,  on 
parchase-money  is  deposited  with  him  by  2  o'clock  p,  m.  on  Friday,  20th 
instant  ' 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Exhibit  No*  7. 

[Telegram.] 


iLiON,  New  York,  September  24. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance,  Washington  : 
Can  we  buy  of  Government,  at  not  exceeding  four  dollars  and  fifty 
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cents  each,  fifty  thoasand  Springfields,  good  quality,  with  bayonets  in. 
good  order,  ready  for  use ;  boxed,  and  delivered  in  New  York  by  twenty- 
eighth  or  twenty-ninth  instant — twenty-eighth  preferred.  Payment  ou 
delivery. 

E.  REMINGTON  &  SONS. 


[Telegram.] 

New  York,  September  26. 

Major  S.  V.  Bekj^t,  Ordnance  Office^  Washington ; 

Beinington  offer  for  Springfields  received.    Letter  by  mail  to-night. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U.  8,  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 


Office  of  the  United  Stat  es  Ordnance  Agency, 

CoK.  Houston  and  Greene  Sts., 
(Entrance  on  Greene,)  P.  O.  Box  1311, 
JS^ew  TorJc  City,  Septanber  26, 1870 — i  p.  m. 

General  :  "  Telegram  received.  No  fair  opportunities  to  sell  surplus 
Springfields  should  be  lost.  No  fixed  market  value  can  be  quoted,  and 
hencethe  Bureau  alone  can  judge  what  shall  be  a  minimum,  which  must 
be  influenced  by  our  necessities  for  disposal,  and  if  it  is  better  to  ac- 
cept the  offer  than  miss  a  sale.  Fair  Springfields  were  offered  at  six 
dollars  at  Springfield  and  withdrawn,  two  eighty-seven  being  the 
highest  bid.  Would  it  not  be  well  to  offer  at  six,  cleaned  and  repaired, 
and,  if  necessary,  accept  five  if  it  can  be  obtained  f  What  I  propose  to 
sell  are  forty-two  thousand  on  hand  here,  left  by  the  Turks.  Await 
your  reply  before  communicating  with  Remington." 

The  above  was  intended  for  a  telegraphic  message,  but  owing  to  the 
lateness  of  a  reply  from  the  -Springfield  armory,  regarding  the  prices 
offered  at  the  recent  sale,  it  has  been  deemed  as  well  to  communicate 
by  mail.    Please  telegraph  your  instructions  early  to-morrow. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U,  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance, 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance,  U.  8.  A.,  Washington,  B,  C. 

[iDdorsement.] 

Ordnance  Office,  September  27, 1870. 

Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  with  the  recom- 
mendation that  the  sale  of  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets  be 
authorized,  at  the  price  named  by  Colonel  Crispin. 

S.  Y.  BENfiT. 
Major  of  Ordnance,  in  charge. 

« 

Approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  September  27, 1870. 

ED.  SCRIVER, 
Inspector  OeneraL 
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Exhibit  No.  8. 

Sales  of  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jtme 

30, 1871. 


Place  where  sold. 


AUegbenj  arsenal 

Augusta  arsenal 

Baton  Kouge  arsenal. . 

Benicia  arsenal 

Charleston  arsenal 

Columbns  arsenal 

Fort  Monroe  arsenal . . 
Fort  Union  arsenal . . . 

Frankford  arsenal 

Indianapolis  arsenal . . 
Leavenworth  arsenal. . 

Xew  York  agency 

New  York  arsenal 

Pikesville  arsenal 

Bock  Island  arsenal. . . 
Saint  Lonis  arsenal. . . 
San  Antonio  arsenal. . 

Vancouver  arsenal 

Springfield  armory 

Washington  arsenal  . . 
Watertown  arsenal . . . 

Watervliet  arsenal 

Cheyenne  depot 

Omaba  depot 

Fort  Riley,  Kans 

Camp  Grant,  Ariz 

Jefferson,  Tex 

Camp  Bowie,  Ariz 

Fort  Delaware,  Del  - . . 

Camp  Verde,  Ariz 

Chester,  S.  O 

Fort  Craig,  N.  Mex  . . . 
Taylor  Barracks,  Ky. . 
Fort  Selden,  K  Mex. . 

Fort  Buford,  Dak 

Fort  Brown,-  Tex 

I^ewport  Barracks,  Ky 

Fort  Gratiot,  Mich 

Fort  Barker,  Kans  - . . 

Camp  Verde,  Ariz 

Fort  Niagara,  K.  Y  . . . 
Fort  Whipple,  Ari«. . . 
Tacson  depot,  Ariz  . . . 
Camp  Warner,  Oreg. . 

Fort  Adams,  R.  I 

Fort  Buford,  Dak 

FoitArbuckle,  Ind.T. 


Name  of  officer. 

Amount  of 
sales. 

■ 

Colonel  R.  H.  K.  Whitely . . . 

$35, 324  24 

Captain  D.  W.  Flagler 

200  15 

Major  J.  W.  Todd 

154, 238  37 

Maior  J.  McAlister - . . 

146  45 

Lieut.  George  D.  liamsey,  jr. 

6,023  67 

Maior  J.  McNutt 

Maior  T.  G.  Bavlor 

11,378  74 

W.  R.  Shoemaker,  O.  S.  K  . . 

912  44 

Major  T.  J.  Tread  well 

109,799  22 

Captain  R.  M.  Hill 

1,877  37 

Captain  A.  Mordecai 

6, 769  12 

Maior  S.  Crisoin 

9,048,340  64 

Major  T.  T.  S.  Laidley 

36  00 

M.  J.  Grealish,  O.  S.  K 

Cantain  C  Comlv .  *. 

1,390  30 

Captain  L.  S.  Babbitt 

166, 963  60 

Captain  R.  H.  Hall 

5,459  46 

Lieutenant  John  A.  Kress. . . 

87  61 

Maior  J,  G.  Benton 

99,591  60 

Lieut.  Col.  F.  D.  Callender  . . 

66,058  80 

Lieut.  Col.  T.  T.  S.  Laidley . . 

9,408  57 

Colonel  P.  V.  Hagner 

13,328  15 

Lieutenant  A.  L.  Varney 

642  93 

Captain  J.  R.  McGinness 

1, 117  80 

Lieutenant  E.  Y.  A.  Andruss. 

2  61 

Lieutenant  George R. Bacon. 

12  00 

Lieutenant  B.  D.  Boswell 

13  75 

Captain  R.  F.  Bernard 

181  00 

Ed.  Bryan,  Ord.  Sergeant. . . 

1  35 

Captain  W.  H.  Brown 

44  00 

Lieutenant  R.  F.  Bates 

2  50 

Captain  F.  W.  Coleman 

34  25 

Lieutenant  John  Drum 

3  50 

Captain  B.  G.  Fech^t 

16  60 

Lieut.  Col.  C.  C.  Gilbert 

55  05 

Lieutenant  Gregory  Barrett. 

2, 845  60 

Lieut.  Col.  R.  S.  Granger 

4  50 

Lieutenant  John  Hamilton  . . 

70 

Lieutenant  F.  H.  Hathaway. 

3  00 

Captain  William  Hawley 

38  50 

Captain  R.  H.  Jackson 

87  32 

Lieutenant  J.  S.  King 

29  55 

Captain  J.  G.  C.  Lee 

157  90 

Lieutenant  H.  N.  Moss 

13  00 

Maior  T.  Moore 

28  30 

Lieutenant  W.  H.  Nelson 

12  75 

Lieutenant  C.  E.  Nordstrom. 

63  00 
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Sales  of  ordnance  and  ordnance  storeSy  &c. — Continned. 


Place  where  sold. 

Kame  of  officer. 

Amount  ( 
sales. 

Fort  Sill,  Ind  T 

Gaptain  James  W.  Powell. . . 

Gaptain  W.  A.  Bafferty 

Lieutenant  G.  S.  Boberts 

Lieutenant  F.  U.  Bobinson  . . 

Golonel  T.  W.  Sherman 

Gaotain  W .  Silvev 

$6 

Fort  BichardsoD,  Tex. . . 

Fort  Stevenson,  Dak 

Gamp  Stambaugh,  Wyo. 
Key  West,  Fla 

12 

20 

1 

73 

Fort  Ontario.  INT.  Y 

47 

Fort  Eansom,  Dak 

Gamp  Verde,  Ariz 

Fort  Griffin,  Tex 

Fort  Boise,  Ind.  T 

Fort  Barrancas,  Fla 

liamberton.  N.  C 

Lieutenant  J.  S.  Stafford 

Gaptain  A.  Sutorious 

Lieutenant  B.  D.  Taylor 

Lieutenant  G.  McM.  Taylor. . 
Lieutenant  John  L.  Tieruon. 
Gantain  E.  Thoma^i 

29 

« 

58 
6,870 

53 

Fort  Shaw,  Mont 

9^ 

Lieutenant  H.  W.  Wessels  . . 
Total 

9, 748, 942 

Washington,  March  11, 187! 
S.  V.  Ben^t  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Ghatrman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  official  position  ? — Answer.  I  am  a  majoj 
the  Ordnance  Department,  and  on  duty  in  the  office  of  the  Ghief 
Ordnance,  and  have  been  on  duty  there  since  October,  1869. 

Q.  Does  the  exhibit  presented  here,  with  the  supplied  dates 
morning,  (Exhibit  Ko.  1,)  give  a  true  account  of  the  quantity 
amount  of  the  various  sales  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 1871  f- 
Tes,  sir.    The  dates  have  been  added  to  the  House  Executive  D< 
ment  INTo.  89,  giving  the  dates  of  delivery  of  the  stores  sold  during 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1871.    The  sales  that  were  made  during  tl 
year,  which  were  very  large,  were  made  under  the  law  of  1868,  wh| 
has  been  frequently  referred  to,  and,  of  course,  the  larger  sales  c< 
menced  in  the  latter  part  of  September  and  early  in  October. 

Q.  Had  the  price  advanced  very  considerably  upon  the  class  of 
nance  stores  then  sold  f — A.  Very  considerably,  indeed.    I  was  in 
Ordnance  Office  and  made  some  of  the  sales  myself,  on  my  own 
sponsibility,  after  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  du] 
the  absence  of  General  Dyer.    I  do  not  know  exactly  how  long  he 
absent,  but  he  returned  to  Washington  October  12, 1  think.    I  mad< 
large  sale  September  28,  (of  which  the  documents  are  here,)  of  50,r 
arms,  cleaned  and  repaired,  to  Bemington,  for  $5  apiece. 

Q.  Who  made  the  sales  to  the  Turkish  government? — A.  That 
done  while  General  Dyer  was  in  the  office.    Those  sales  were  made 
1869  and  1870.    I  think  there  were  two  sales  made.    At  the  first,  prol 
ably,  I  was  not  there ;  but  as  to  the  last  sale  I  was  in  the  Ordnani 
Office  when  it  was  ordered. 

Q.  There  was  one  sale  made  at  $7  apiece ;  what  was  the  reason  whf 
you  realized  more  for  that  sale  than  the  sale  to  which  you  refer  of  $5t— 


I 

,  g0CNl  quality,  witu  DayonecB,  m  goou  omvr,  i-vmijr 


ixii  ua\j\ 


%A  a.%j€»i.iMs%3\jL  uiuAo  tur  ttmb  Bate  laan  toe  sale  to  which  yon  refer  of  $5f — 
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A.  I  think  that  I  cannot  give  it  in  better  language  than  a  letter  re- 
ceived from  Major  Crispin,  September  26,  1870.  This  was  during  the 
absence  of  General  Dyer,  but  letters  are  usually  addressed  to  the  Chief 
of  Ordnance,  whether  he  is  in  the  Ordnance  Office  or  not.  This  was 
addressed  to  General  Dyer : 

'^Telegram  received.  Ko  fair  opportunity  to  sell  surplus  Springfields 
should  be  lost.  No  fixed  market  value  can  be  quoted,  and  hence  the 
Bureau  alone  can  judge  what  shall  be  a  minimum.  It  must  be  influenced 
by  our  necessities  for  disposal.  It  is  better  to  accept  the  ofier  than 
miss  a  sale.  Fair  Springflelds  were  offered  at  $6,  which  Spriugflelds 
were  withdrawn,  $2  87  being  the  highest  bidder.  Would  it  not  be  well 
to  offer  at  $6,  cleaned  and  repaired,  and,  if  necessary,  accept  $5,  if  it 
can  be  obtained  ?  What  I  propose  to  sell  are  42,000  on  hand  here,  left 
by  the  Turks.  I  await  your  reply  before  communicating  with  Eeming- 
ton." 

"The  above  was  intended  for  a  telegraph  message,  but,  owing  to  the 
lateness  of  a  reply  from  the  Springfield  Armory  regarding  the  prices 
offered  at  the  recent  sales,  it  has  been  deemed  as  well  to  communicate 
by  mail.    Please  telegraph  your  instructions  early  to-qiorrow." 

I  have  examined  the  record  of  that  Springfield  sale,  which  took  place 
on  the  20th  of  September,  1870.  This  letter  was  written  on  the  26th. 
The  sale  was  made  on  the  28th,  eight  days  after  the  public  sale  at  the 
Springfield  Armory.  At  that  sale,  being  so  near  the  city  of  New  York, 
I  suppose  all  the  leading  dealers  were  present.  There  were  nearly 
20,000  of  this  class  of  arms  put  up  for  sale,  The  limit  that  was  fixed 
below  which  they  should  not  be  sold  by  the  Department  was  $5  and 
$6,  according  to  quality.  The  highest  bid  received  for  those  placed  at 
$5  was  $2  25,  and  the  highest  bid  for  those  put  at  $6  was  $2  87.  All 
those  arms  were  withdrawn  from  sale,  not  having  come  up  to  the  limit 
filed.  Therefore,  when,  eight  days  after  this  auction,  September  28th, 
I  found  that  I  could  sell  the  guns  ^t  $5, 1  thought  I  had  made  a  capital 
8ale,  and  believe  so  yet,  especially  when  we  consider  that  they  were  the' 
leavings  of  the  arms  that  had  been  sold  to  the  Turks. 

Q.  By  which  you  mean  that  the  best  of  the  lot  were  selected  out  for 
the  Turks  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  Turks  had  some  of  their  own  officers  here, 
who  made  a  close  inspection  of  the  arms,  and  rejected  all  that  woulu 
not  pass  their  inspection.  Those  rejected  arms,  stated  by  Colonel  Cris- 
pin at  42,000,  were  part  of  the  50,000  sold  at  five  dollars  apiece. 

By  Mr.  SCHUBZ : 

Q.  General  Dyer,  in  his  report  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  which  waa 
givttQ  to  Kemington,  and  which  he  took  with  him  to  France,  certifies 
that  all  the  arms  sold  to  him  were  fit  to  be  issued  to  our  own  troops. 
Were  these  50,000  Springfield  rifles,  sold  to^him  at  five  dollars,  com> 
prised  in  that  statement  f — A.  That  I  cannot  say ;  I  do  not  know.  I 
have  read  one  letter  of  Major  Crispin  ,*  probably  I  ought  to  have  begun 
at  the  other  end.  This  is  a  telegram  from  Remington  in  regard  to  that 
sale: 


"  ILION,  New  York,  September  24, 1870. 

"  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

^^  Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington: 

"Can  we  buy  of  the  Government,  at  not  exceeding  $4  50  each,  50,000 
Spriugfields,  good  quality,  with  bayonets,  in  good  order,  ready  for  use^ 
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I 

and  boxes,  and  delivered  in  "Sew  York  by  the  28th  or  29tb  instant ;  28th 
preferred ;  payment  on  delivery.'' 

Q.  It  wonld  seem,  according  to  that,  that  the  advance  in  prices  had 
not  taken  place,  at  that  time,  yet  t — A.  Not  qaite.  They  went  up  very 
much  higher  after  that.  When  this  letter  of  Colonel  Crispin,  that  I  have 
read,  was  received  at  the  Ordnance  Office,  September  27, 1  indorsed  it 
to  the  Secretary  of  War : 

^<  Ordnance  Office,  September  27, 1870. 

"  Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  with  a  recommend' 
atlon  that  the  sale  of  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  moskets  be 
authorized  at  the  price  named  by  Colonel  Crispin. 

"S.  V.BENfiT, 
"  Major  of  Ordnance^  in  Charge? 

Indorsement :  "Approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  September  27, 1870" 

"ED.  SHBIVER, 
"  Inspector  General? 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  conducting  sales  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 1871.  did  you,  in 
all  respectfi,  i)iiraue  the  same  course  that  you  had  pursued  at  the  De- 
partment in  the  sales  of  preceding  years  f — A.  As  far  as  I  know,  there 
was  no  deviation  whatever. 

By  Mr.  SOHURZ : 

Q.  Is  there  any  record  of  the  construction  given  by  the  Secretary  of 
War,  General  Schofield,  according  to  the  testimony  of  General  Dyer, 
to  the  statute  of  1868  ? — A.  I  have  never  seen  anything  in  writing,  and 
am  under  the  impression  that  it  was  decided  in  a  conversation  held 
between  the  Secretary  of  War  and  Cfeneral  Dyer.  Ever  since  I  have 
been  in  the  office,  (since  October,  1869,)  that  has  been  the  ruling  which 
has  governed  in  the  sale  of  arms.  I  do  not  know  the  date  of  the  ruling ; 
but  the  ruling,  as  regards  the  sale  of  stores,  manner  of  advertising, 
&c.,  has  been  that  ever  since  I  have  been  in  the  Bureau. 

Q.  Be  kind  enough  to  state  that  ruling  again,  so  that  we  get  your 
impression  of  it  as  clearly  as  possible.  What  was  the  modus  operandi 
in  which  arms  were  sold,  concerning  advertisements,  thirty  days'  notice, 
and  so  on  f — A.  The  interpretation  given,  in  order  to  make  the  law  of 
practical  benefit  to  the  Government,  was,  that  it  was  sufficient,  in 
order  to  come  within  the  meaning  of  the  law,  to  advertise  for  30  days 
lots  sufficient  of  any  orduance  stores,  to  notify  the  dealers  of  the  country 
at  large  that  the  Government  had  such  character  of  goods  for  sale; 
and  then  those  goods,  if  not  sold  when  offered  at  pubic  auction,  or 
under  sealed  bids,  could  be  sold  at  private  sale  at  any  time  thereafter. 

Q.  Any  quantity  of  them  f — A.  Of  those  that  had  been  advertised ; 
and  any  quantity  of  the  same  class  of  goods  could  also  be  sold. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  For  instance,  is  this  it :  if  you  had  advertised  the  sale  of  100,000 
Springfields,  of  a  certain  kind  and  description,  for  thirty  days,  and  no 
sales  were  effected  under  that  advertisement,  then,  after  that,  you  could 
sell  at  private  sale,  not  only  the  particular  100,000  which  had  been 
advertised,  but  any  other  of  the  same  class  of  arms  f — A.  That  was  the 
anderstanding  that  I  had  as  being  the  ruling  of  General  Schofield,  Sec- 
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retary  of  War ;  what  I  got  from  General  Dyer.    I  had  no  conversa- 
tion with  the  Secretary  on  tlie  snbject. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  on  that  rule  yon  acted? — A.  On  that  we  acted.  I  have  here 
a  copy  of  a  paper  bearing  on  that  subject  which  I  will  introduce,  and 
as  it  covers  the  case,  I  will  read  it,  showing  what  action  I  took  about 
that  time,  General  Dyer  being  absent.  There  was  an  offer  for  the  pur- 
chase of  cast-iron  cannon,  and  cast  scrap,  &&,  &c.,  at  Fort  Pulaski, 
Georgia,  a  bid  which  was  made  July  20, 1871.  It  was  a  bid  made  to 
Colonel  Crispin ;  and  Colonel  Crispin,  August  25, 1871,  indorses  it,  <^  Ee- 
spectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  with  the  recommendation 
that  the  material  at  Fort  Pulaski  be  sold  at  private  sale,  at  not  less  than 
the  following  prices:"  and  he  goes  on  and  gives  the  prices.  He  says : 
^^  These  stores  were  recommended  to  be  sold  by  advertising  for  sealed 
proposals,  (see  inclosed  list,)  but  this  office  is  of  the  opinion  that  if  the 
above  pnces  can  be  obtained,,  the  best  interests  of  the  Government  will 
be  subserved  by  selling  them  at  private  sale."  Upon  that  I  returned 
the  bid  of  Colonel  Crispin  with  the  following  indorsement: 

"  Ordnance  Office,  Augtist  26, 1871. 

"Kespectfully  returned  to  the  commanding  officer,  New  York  agency. 
The  law  of  July  20,  1868,  only  authorizes  private  sales  of  ordnance 
stores  ^  after  offer  at  public  sale  on  thirty  days'  notice.'  If  this  require- 
ment has  been  complied  with  in  respect  to  the  stores  at  Fort  Pulaski, 
(which  is  not  stated  in  your  indorsement,)  the  Bureau  approves  the  prices 
recommended  by  you,  and  authorizes  the  sale  accordinglv. 

"  S.  V.  BENfiT, 
•*  Major  of  Ordnance^  in  charge,^ 

To  which  this  is  the  response : 

**  U.  S.  Obdnancb  Agency,  New  Yobk, 

*'  September  2, 1871, 

"  Hespectfully  returned  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance.  This  special  lot  of 
material  at  Fort  Pulaski  has  not  been  advertised,  but  similar  stores 
have  recently  been  advertised  and  sold,  and  sold  without  advertising  in 
different  localities  in  the  United  States.  Also,  the  same'  kind  of  mate- 
rial has  been  duly  advertised  at  forts  at  Mobile,  Pensacola,  and  other 
southern  points. 

^^The  common  ruling  of  the  Department  has  been,  not  to  construe  the 
law  as  requiring  each  individual  lot  to  be  advertised  for  thirty  days,  but 
to  regard  its  true  intent  and  meaning  as  having  been  complied  with, 
and  a  private  sale  authorized  under  its  provisions,  where  the  Depart; 
iQent  has  already  offered  for  sale  a  quantity  in  some  market,  (usually 
within  a  reasonable  period  of  time  prior  to  the  contemplated  sale,)  the 
same  kind  of  article^  or  articles,  on  due  public  notice  of  thirty  days. 

*'  Stores  are  advertised  and  withdrawn,  and  yet  not  sold  until  a  long 
time  after  the  advertisement. 

*^  The  law  has  been  technically  complied  with:  but  evidently  the  adver- 
tising has  not  afforded  any  protection  to  the  Oovernment,  owing  to  the. 
lapaeof  time;  and  hence  the  clause  of  thirty  days,  asa  rule,  is  practi- 
cally nugatory.  A  compliance  with  it  is,  however,  a  necessity ;  but  this 
office  believes  that  the  ruling  of  the  Department,  heretofore  cited,  is 
sufBcientlv  strict  to  be  regarded  as  an  intelligent  and  proper  compliance 
with  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  law;  and  it  is  known  that  the  best 
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interest  of  the  Government  is  subserved  by  the  constmction  adopted 
and  in  vogue. 

^^  If  the  Department  concurs  in  these  views,  the  stores  at  Fort  Pulaski 
can  be  sold  on  private  terms  at  once ;  if  not,  they  will  have  to  be  adver- 
tised. 

<^  It  is  requested  that  these  papers  be  returned  with  such  instructions 
as  the  Department  may  deem  proper  to  give. 

«  S.  CRISPIN, 
^^  Brevet  Colonel  U,  8.  A.j  Major  of  Ordnance,^ 

That  covers  the  case,  as  to  the  construction  of  the  Department,  with 
which  he  was  much  more  familiar  than  I  was,  as  he  was  making  the 
sales.    The  matter  was  ended  by  these  indorsements : 

"  Ordnance  Office,  September  5, 1871. 

"Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  Major  Orispin-s 
views  are  concurred  in  by  this  Bureau,  and  the  sale  recommended. 

"S.  V.  BENfiT, 
^^  Major  of  Ordnance^  in  charge/* 

m 

<'  War  Department,  September  6,  1871. 

"  Approved  as  recommended. 

"  By  order  of  Secretary  of  War. 

"JOHN  POTTS, 

"C.  a  W.DJ' 

The  indorsement  of  the  Ordnance  OfQce  was : 

"  Ordnance  Office,  September  7, 1871. 

"  Respectfully  returned  to  the  commanding  officer,  New  York  agency, 
for  his  information  and  action. 

"S.  V.  BENET, 
^'Major  of  Ordnance^  in  charge/* 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  In  illustration  of  this  ruling,  let  me  put  a  question  to  you.  It 
appears  from  the  advertisement  before  us,  that  2,000  breech-loaders 
were  advertised  for  sale  and  bids  were  invited  thereon  publicly.  A 
party  desiring  to  buy  arms  might  not  desire  to  buy  2,000,  and  might 
desire  to  buy  20,000,  having  a  market  for  20,000  and  not  for  a  small  lot; 
the  2,000,  therefore,  would  not  be  sold  possibly  at  public  sale ;  and  then 
the  2,000  not  having  been  sold,  the  Ordnance  Bureau  would  have  con- 
sidered itself  authorized  to  sell  all  the  rest,  upon  the  strength  of  that 
advertisement  for  2,000,  at  private  sale )  was  that  the  construction  f — 
A.  That  was  the  construction.  One  thing  should  be  considered,  how- 
ever, in  that  connection,  and  it  is  this — that  the  dealers,  and  those 
parties  who  would  be  apt  to  make  offers  for  the  purchase  of  such  arms, 
were  thoroughly  informed  as  to  what  was  going  on  in  the  Department, 
and  what  things  they  could  buy.  They  were  constantly,  you  may  say, 
in  communication  with  the  agency  in  New  York,  gathering  information. 

Q.  So  the  dealers  were  privately  advised  f — A.  No.  I  do  not  say 
privately  advised,  but  they  were  making  inquiries.  Dealers  would  come 
to  the  Ordnance  Office  to  make  inquiries  whether  there  were  such  and 
such  things  for  sale ;  whether  we  had  such  things  for  sale. 

Q.  The  dealers  then  received,  as  I  understand  you,  private  informa- 
tion, that  is  to  say  by  going  there  and  making  inquiry  themselves  as  to 
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what  Stores  were  there  and  what  stores  might  possibly  be  obtained, 
while  the  public  by  that  advertisement  did  not  receive  that  informa- 
tioQ  f — A.  It  was  open  to  any  one  that  desired  the  information.  It  is  a» 
regnlar  a  business  to  buy  arms  in  the  city  of  New  York  as  it  is  to  buy 
com. 

Q.  But  then  the  dealers  having  the  run  of  the  Department  would  get 
the  information  most  likely,  most  easily  ! — A.  No,  I  do  not  deem  that 
the  dealers,  have  the  run  of  the  Department  any  more  than  anybody 
else.  I  sup]K>se  those  most  interested  would  come  to  try  to  get  informa- 
tion and  would  ask  for  information  where  people  not  interested  would 
not. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Is  this  what  you  mean  to  say,  that  the  fact  that  the  Government 
had  this  large  amount  of  these  guns  on  hand  and  these  other  classes  of 
ordnance  stores  was  a  matter  notorious? — A.  As  a  matter  of  course  we 
never  kept  anything  secret. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 
Q.  And  you  sold  by  sample  t — A.  Frequently. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Information  was  given  to  anybody  who  sought  itt — A.  Yes,  sir, 
anybody  could  get  it. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ  : 

Q.  Was  it  a  notorious  matter  when  two  thousand  breech-loaders  were 
advertised  for  sale  that  twenty  thousand  or  twenty-five  thousand  were 
aetaally  for  sale! — A.  It  depended  on  the  particular  class  of  goods.  I 
do  not  know.  As  a  rule  it  would  be  so.  If  you  will  refer  to  any  special 
case,  I  may  be  able  to  answer  positively. 

Q.  I  refer  to  the  lot  of  breech-loaders  that  was  advertised  for  sale  accord- 
ing to  the  advertisements  before  us,  2,000.  I  ask  the  question  whether 
it  was  known  in  your  opinion  as  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  not  only  two 
thousand,  but  twenty  or  twenty-five  thousand,  were  for  sale  I — A.  Will 
you  please  refer  to  the  particular  sale  so  that  I  may  tell. 

Q.  The  Richardson  sale. — A.  That  I  cannot  say,  because  that  whole 
transaction  was  made  in  New  York,  as  you  will  see  by  the  papers  here, 
and  I  know  nothing  about  it  except  what  came  to  my  ofiice.  I  cannot 
tell  you  about  that. 

Q.  I  was  just  going  to  remark  that,  as  I  overlook  the  correspondence 
that  took  place  regarding  the  Kichardsou  sale,  while  two  thousand  only 
had  been  advertised,  the  resolution  to  sell  twenty  thousand  was  taken 
all  at  once  afterward,  so  that  your  rule,  based  upon  general  notoriety 
a$  to  the  stores  in  the  arsenals  for  sale,  would  not  apply  to  this  case  at 
all.— A.  I  do  not  admit  that.  If  those  two  thousand  were  advertised  for 
sale,  it  was  giving  general  information  of  the  fact  that  that  class  of  arms 
was  for  sale  by  the  Ordnance  Department.  If  you  wanted  to  find  out 
whether  there  were  more  than  that,  or  twenty  thousand  or  fifty  thou- 
^"^nd,  by  application  to  the  Ordnance  Department,  making  an  offer  for 
them,  you  would  get  the  information. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  That  is,  you  sold  by  sample t — A.  It  was  a  species  of  selling  by 
sample. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Prior  to  that  time,  had  you  or  had  you  not  made  your  other  sales 

9SA 
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in  excess  of  the  amouuts  advertised,  so  that  the  pablic  had  knowledge!— 
A.  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  of  it,  although  I  do  not  know  that  I 
could  put  my  finger  on  any  particular  sale. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Can  you  point  out  the  advertisement  of  2,000  breech-loading  rifles 
for  salef — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  in  exhibit  No.  5  in  the  proposal  of  October 
17, 1870,  "2,500  breech-loading  muskets.'' 

Q.  Then  on  October  17,  1870,  2,500  breech-loading  muskets  were 
offered  for  sale,  and  the  construction  is  that  breech-loaders  were  for 
sale  generally  to  any  quantity,  as  far  as  they  might  be  in  the  arsenals!— 
A.  As  far  as"  we  dej?ired  to  sell  them. 

Q.  Here  is  a  letter  from  Ueneral  D^-er  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  dated— 

"  Office  of  U.  S.  Ordnance  Agency, 

^^New  York^  Deceinher  10, 1870. 

"  Sir  :  You  will  ])lense  ascertain,  and  inform  Major  Crispin  by  tele- 
graph on  Monday  next,  as  follows,  viz :  Within  what  time  5,000  breecb- 
loading,  model  1866,  with  200  rounds  of  ammunition,  can  be  delivered 
in  New  York ;  within  what  time  10,000  breech-loading,  model  1866,  with 
250  rounds  of  ammunition,  can  be  delivered ;  within  what  time  20,000 
rounds  of  ammunition  can  be  delivered;  what  is  the  number,  with 
ammunition,  that  can  be  delivered  generally. 

''  Reply  in  cipher,  using  this  key,  Ac." 

This  was  from  General  Dyer,  then  in  New  York,  to  the  Ordnance 
Bureau  here,  to  ascertain,  evidently,  what  quantity  of  Springfield 
breech-loading  rifles  at  that  time  were  for  sale,  so  that  there  is  an 
advertisement  in  October  for  2,500  Springfield  breech-loaders,  and, 
according  to  your  ruling  ui>ou  that  advertisement,  any  quantity  might 
be  sold,  it  being  a  matter  of  general  notoriety  that  there  were  so  many 
in  the  arsenals  to  be  sold,  while  it  appears  that  on  the  10th  of  Decem- 
ber the  Chief  of  Ordnance  himself  did  not  know  how  many  there  were 
that  could  be  delivered  ? — A.  He  might  not  have  known  how  many  there 
were,  and  yet  have  known  there  were  a  great  many. 

Q.  And  even  Colonel  Crispin  did  not  know! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  But  the  inquiry  seems  to  have  been  made  within  what  time  they 
could  be  delivered  f — A.  What  time  they  could  be  sent  there,  where  they 
could  be  collected  from. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  You  knew,  of  course,  in  the  Bureau,  the  exact  number  of  arms  of 
that  kind  you  had  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  In  the  various  arsenals  of  the  country  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  But  more  than  that,  here  is  a  letter  from  General  Dyer  to  Mr. 
Ben^t  requesting  him  to  represent  to  the  Secretary  of  War  that  that 
class  ot  arms  should  be  sold.  You  remember  itf— A.  Yes,  sir,  I  re- 
member it. 

Q.  That  letter  is  dated  December  12.  So  that  it  api>ears  that  before 
that  time  it  was  not  resolved  upon  to  sell  that  class  of  arms  at  all  ? 
— A.  As  regards  that  particular  lot  of  the  model  of  1860, 1  do  not  know, 
because,  as  I  state,  the  first  intimation  I  had  of  it  was  that  letter  from 
General  Dyer.     What  I  mean  is,  that  in  advertising  2,500  arms  ujion  the 
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Tnling  of  the  Department  we  could  have  sold  twenty-five  or   thirty 
or  forty  thousand  anus. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  That  ruling  was  made^as  you  understand,  by  General  Schofleldt 
—A.  By  General  Schofield.  So  I  was  informed  by  General  Dyer,  and 
I  understand  it  so. 

Q.  And  that  has  been  the  uniform  practice  of  the  Department  from 
that  time  to  the  present  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  regarded  it  as  advertising  a  sale  by  sample  rather  than  in 
gross? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  was  a  time  when  there  was  a  suspension  of  sales  ordered, 
ill  January,  1871  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  continued  ! — A.  The  suspension  was  January  23, 
1871,  and  revoked  April  24, 1871. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  an  explanation  of  some  sales  that  did  actually 
take  place  during  that  time,  notwithstanding  the  suspension? — A. 
There  were  some  sales  made  during  that  period. 

Q.  Were  or  were  not  the  sales  made  then  ordered  or  approved  by  the 
Secretary? — A.  That  I  cannot  say,  unless  I  examine  the  records.  I  do 
not  remember. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  As  I  understood  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  authority  was 
,?iven  by  the  Department.  Were  any  arms  sold  by  the  authority  of 
iieneral  Dyer  alone,  without  in  each  particular  case  consulting  the 
Secretary  of  War? — A.  I  suspect  that  none  of  any  magnitude  were. 
There  may  have  been  small  lots,  but  I  judge  that  there  was  always  con- 
saltation  with  the  Secretary  of  War  in  questions  of  any  importance. 
There  may  have  been  some  minor  sales  where  the  Chief  of  Ordnance 
would  sell  on  his  own  responsibility  under  the  general  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  War.  Everything  is  done  under  the  direction  of  the 
Secretary  of  War.      • 

Q.  When  bids  were  sent  in,  like  those  whose  opening  was  postponed 
on  the  13th  of  October,  was  there  any  secrecy  observed  about  those 
bids? — A.  Those  bids  were  not  opened  until  the  hour  arrived  for  open- 
ing them ;  they  were  sealed  bids ;  they  were  kept  closed  and  at  the  hour 
appointeil  they  were  all  opened. 

Q.  They  were  opened  all  together  T — A.  All  together. 

Q.  Now  I  understand  that  on  the  12th  and  13th  of  October  certain 
private  proposals  made  by  Bemington  were  acted  upon  and  the  sales 
made? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  those  private  proposals  also  come  in  the  shape  of  bids? — A.  No, 
sir;  such  proposals  as  those  came  in  the  shape  of  ordinary  correspond- 
ence either  through  the  mails  or  offered  verbally  by  the  gentleman.  "  I 
bare  an  offer  to  make,". and  he  hands  an  open  letter.  Usually  they  come 
through  due  course  of  mail  like  any  other  letter  to  the  Ordnance  Office. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  sold  at  public  auction,  you  sold  on  bids  invited,  and  you  sold 
at  private  sale? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  this  was  a  private  sale? — ^A.  Those  private  sales  are  merely 
io  the  nature  of  correspondence;  an  ordinary  offer  comes  through  the 
Department,  through  the  mail,  or  delivered  in  person,  or  sometimes  by 
telegram. 
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By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Were  the  lots  of  arms  for  which  those  bids  had  been  made,  whose 
opening  was  postponed  on  the  13th  of  October,  sach  lota  of  arms  a» 
could  not  be  sold  at  private  sale,  or  might  they  have  been  sold  at  pri- 
vate sale  just  as  well  ? — A.  I  will  not  speak  for  all  of  them,  but  certainly 
the  bulk  of  them  could  have  been  sold  at  private  sale  ^  and  I  can  say 
this,  that  I  was  in  the  Ordnance  Office,  General  Dyer  being  in  the  West 
at  the  commencement  of  this  thing.  A  bid  was  made  by  the  RemiDg- 
tons  for  a  large  number  of  arms,  October  6tli,  to  Colonel  Crispin  in  New 
York.  That  bid  came  to  Washington,  and  I  had  frequent  consuitatioDS 
with  the  Secretary  of  War  in  regard  to  the  matter.  There  were  other 
parties  who  came  in  with  regard  to  arms.  There  was  a  general  consulta- 
tion, and  we  were  waiting.  There  was  great  excitement  in  tlie  arms 
market  at  that  time.  It  may  have  commenced  before,  but  from  that  date 
it  went  on  and  no  sale  was  made.  The  bids  were  brought  in.  The  Kera- 
ingtons|increased  the  prices  that  they  offered  for  some  of  the  arms,  when 
they  found  they  could  not  get  them.  The  Secretary  of  War  would  uot 
sell.  I  had  several  interviews  with  him  upon  the  subject.  There  were 
different  parties  that  were  evidently  coming  in  to  make  bids;  and  the 
thing  was  postponed  from  one  day  to  another,  the  Secretary  taking  no 
action,  and  I  usually  agreed  with  him  in  what  he  did. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Why  was  that ! — A.  Because  evidently  there  was  an  excitement 
in  the  arms  market,  and  we  were  waiting  to  get  the  best  prices  that  we 
could,  if  we  sold  at  all.  The  matter  went  on  in  that  way,  we  not 
making  any  sales  until  October  12,  when  General  Dyer  returned.  He 
found  the  condition  of  things ;  he  had  some  idea  of  it,  because  I  had 
informed  him  while  he  was  absent  and  kept  him  pretty  well  posted  iis 
to  what  was  going  on  in  the  Ordnance  Bureau.  W^hen  he  came  be 
decided  that  he  would  give  every  person  a  chance,  and  therefore  would 
ask  for  sealed  proposals  for  the  purchase  of  those  things ;  and  then  com- 
mences the  paper  which  has  been  introduced,  giving  the  call  for  sealed 
proposals  on  the  13th.  It  was  afterward  post^pned  and  the  sale  not 
made  until  the  20th. 

Q.  Was  that  delay,  which  from  time  to  time  was  made,  and  the  begin- 
ning of  the  inviting  of  sealed  proposals,  intended  to  enable  any  particu- 
lar individuals  to  become  the  purchasers  of  those  arms,  or  was  the 
motive  to  get  the  highest  price  for  the  Government  that  could  be 
obtained ! — A.  It  was  to  get  the  highest  price  we  could  for  the  arms  and 
also  to  give  every  man  who  desired  to  purchase  an  opportunity  of  making 
a  bid,  so  that  there  should  be  a  fair  thing  toward  all  the  dealers. 

Q.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  what  was  the  effect  produced  upon  the  price 
for  which  those  arms  were  sold  between  October  6  and  the  time  when 
the  largest  lots  were  sold  t — A.  On  October  6,  1870,  there  was  a  bid 
from  I^mington,  in  which  he  offered  to  buy  250,000  SpringfieUl  rifled 
muskets,  muzzle-loading,  of  good  quality,  in  cases  ready  for  use,  at  $7 
each.    We  finally  sold  them  at  $12  30  each. 

Q.  So  that  that  sort  of  delay  produced  that  benefit  that  the  Govern- 
ment obtained  those  two  sales? — A.  I  will  go  a  little  further.  When 
that  delay  was  made  I  remember  having  a  conversation  with  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  and  his  answer  to  me  was,  '^  Parties  are  coming  here 
inquiring  about  this  thing,  and  I  am  going  to  refer  them  right  to  you." 
I  went  back  to  the  office  and  Mr.  Squire  was  there.    I  told  him  that  the 
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Seeretary  would  not  sell.    He  seemed  to  be  very  anxious,  and  said:  ^^I 
will  modify  that  bid.''    "Very  well,"  said  I;  and  be  modified  his  bid. 

Q.  How  did  he  modify  it  f — A.  He  merely  modified  it  by  offering  a 
higher  price : 

"  We  will  also  increase  the  price  offered  for  Springfields  to  $8  60 
each." 

We  would  not  sell  on  that.  I  remember  taking  that  over  to  the 
Secretary.  I  told  Squire,  "The  Secretary  does  not  wish  to  be  bothered 
by  this  thing,  and  said  he  would  not  take  any  action  until  two  or  three 
days  hence."  He  seemed  to  be  so  anxious  that  1  said  I  would  go  and 
aee  the  Secretary  if  he  wished.  I  went  over  to  see  the  Secretary  of 
War. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  In  any  sale  made  as  a  private  sale,  did  you  sell  for  a  less  sum  at 
any  time  than  you  got  at  public  auction  or  on  sealed  bids  t — A.  Never, 
to  my  knowledge,  except  in  this  way :  that,  for  instance,  at  the  time  we 
made  the  large  sales  at  those  high  prices,  probably  afterwards  we  sold 
the  same  arms  at  a  less  price.    Necessarily,  we  might  have  done  that. 

Q.  But  at  the  precise  time  when  you  made  the  private  sales  did  you 
not  realize  the  highest  price  f — A.  The  very  highest  price.  The  prices 
were  always  fixed,  settled,  and  the  object  was  to  get  it.  It  was  our 
belief,  and  the  practice  of  the  Department  I  think  will  show  it,  that  we 
could  always  make  better  terms  at  private  sale  than  we  could  at  public 
auction. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  What  was  the  quality  of  arms,  the  Springfield  rifles,  you  sold  on 
the  28th  of  September,  1870,  to  Eemington  t — A.  Cleaned  and  repaired, 
and  42,000  of  them  were  the  arms  that  were  rejected  by  the  Turkish 
government  early  in  that  year. 

Q.  You  sold  them  at  $5  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  thought  it  a  good  sale  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  AVere  they  the  same  kind  of  arms  of  which  sale  was  made  to  the 
Turks  in  June  before,  at  $7  *? — A.  These  were  rejected  ones  of  the  Turks 
then. 

Q.  And  I  see  125,000  were  sold  to  Turkey  at  $7  !— A.  1  know  it. 

Q.  What  induced  you  to  believe  that  was  a  very  fine  sale  at  $5,  when 
sales  of  the  same  arms  had  been  made  a  year  previous,  without  any  com- 
petition, at  87  f — A.  Because  these  were  the  guns  rejected  by  the 
Turks,  and,  therefore,  were  of  the  worst  quality. 

By  Mr.  Carpexter  : 

Q.  As  I  understand  your  former  testimony,  you  thought  this  was  a 
good  sj^le  at  8  J,  because  the  arms  were  not  as  good,  having  been  rejected 
by  the  Turks ;  in  other  words,  the  Turks  looked  over  the  lot  at  87,  and 
picked  out  those  they  thought  worth  87,  and  these  rejected  ones  they 
would  not  take,  and  you  thought  it  a  good  sale  of  them  at  85  f — A. 
That  is  it  exactly.  And  what  is  more,  eight  days  prior  to  the  sale  I 
made  at  85,  arms  of  the  same  quality  had  been  put  np  at  auction  to  the 
amount  of  about  20,000,  and  the  highest  bid  we  could  get  there  for  them 
was  $2  87.  Therefore,  if  at  a  public  sale  we  could  only  get  82  87  for 
such  character  of  arms,  certainly  eight  days  afterwards  to  sell  the  same 
quality  of  arms  for  85  was,  I  thought,  a  capital  sale,  and. I  think  so 
yet. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  How  many  Springfield  muskets  were  offered  to  the  Turkish  Gov- 
ernment in  June  and  July  f — A.  That  I  do  not  know. 
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Q.  How  do  yoa  know  tbat  these  42,000,  if  you  do  not  know  the  quan- 
tity, were  refused  by  the  Turkish  Government  t — A.  Because,  when  the 
sale  was  made  to  the  Turkish  Government  it  was  made  through  the 
New  York  agency.  Colonel  Crispin  had  charge  of  that  transaction,  and 
he  knew  every  musket  that  was  rejected,  and  in  the  testimony  that  I 
have  already  given  this  morning.  Colonel  Crispin,  in  a  letter  to  me, 
which  is  on  file  among  your  records,  states  that  42,000  of  those  were 
the  guns  that  were  rejected  by  the  Turkish  Government. 

Q.  Is  it  known  why  they  rejected  them;  does  he  state  thatf — A.  He 
does  not  state  why,  but  I  suppose  Colonel  Crispin  can  give  you  that  in- 
formation. 

By  the  Chaieman  : 

Q.  Did  I  not  understand  you  to  say  they  had  skillful  mechanics  to 
examine  them! — A.  They  had  their  own  officers — officers  of  their 
army  here — for  that  purpose. 

Q.  Men  who  professed  to  know  examined  them,  and  took  what  were 
bestt — A.  Yes,  sir.  Colonel  Crispin,  1  think,  can  give  you  every  detail 
in  regard  to  that. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  give  the  Turks  the  pick  from  the  whole  lot  in  store  at 
that  time  t — A.  I  cannot  tell  that  now.  I  tliiuk  Major  Crispin  can  give 
you  all  the  details  in  regard  to  that  transaction. 

Q.  You  stated  that  the  arms  which  were  sold  on  bids  after  October 
13  were  such  as  might  have  been  sold  at  private  sale  also  f — A.  Yes^ 
sir. 

Q.  Were  there  any  other  arms  sold  on  the  12th  and  13th  of  October 
on  private  proposals  or  otherwise,  except  these  to  Remington  f — A.  I 
do  not  know  of  any.  If  there  were  any  they  must  be  in  this  list.  There 
may  have  been,  but  I  do  not  think  there  were.  Those  seem  to  be  the 
only  ones ;  but  the  record  is  a  long  one,  and  it  would  take  some  time  to 
examine  it. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  me  why  those  arms  sold  to  Remington  on  private 
proposals  were  not  included  in  the  lots  to  be  sold  on  bidsf — A.  I  think 
you  can  get  that  information  from  Major  Crispin,  because  the  work  was 
done  in  New  York  prior  to  the  matter  coming  before  us  here  in  Wash- 
ington. 

Q.  Were  there  any  other  proposals  made  for  breech-loaders  before 
that  lot  was  sold  to  Richardson  by  any  other  parties  ! — A.  I  cannot  say. 
There  may  be,  but  I  do  not  know. 


Washington,  March  13,.  1872. 
S.  V.  BbnIiit's  examination  continued. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Did  the  sales  made  on  the  12th  and  13th  of  October,  1870,. 
embrace  the  arms  that  bids  were  asked  for,  which  were  to  have  been  re- 
ceived and  opened  on  the  13th  ? — Answer.  No,  sir  j  they  were  other 
arms. 

Q  Now  state  the  commencement  of  the  negotiation  that  led  to  those 
sales  of  the  12th  and  13th  of  October,  1870.— A.  I  cannot  answer  that 
question ;  but  the  next  witness  you  purpose  placing  on  the  stand,  Colonel 
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Crispio,  will  be  able  to  give  that,  as  the  negotiatious  were  made  at  the 
agency  in  New  York.  I  have  here,  however,  the  i)apers  taken  from 
the  files  of  the  Bureau,  giving  the  action  upon  those  two  sales  here  in 
Washington. 

Q.  Give  us  the  result. — A.  I  have  here  a  letter,  dated  "  New  York, 
October  11, 1870,"  addressed  to  **  Colonel  Crispin,  United  States  Army, 
Ordnance  Agency,  New  York,"  from  "  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  per  W.  C. 
Squhe,"  offering  to  purchase  Spencer  rifles  and  carbines,  and  the  requi- 
site amount  of  ammunition.  That  bid  was  made  October  11,  and  the 
same  day  it  was  referred  by  Colonel  Crispin  "  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance^ 
for  the  opinion  and  action  of  the  Department.'^  It  reached  the  Ord- 
nance Office  October  12,  and  on  October  12  it  was  "respectfully 
submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  with  the  recommendation  that  au- 
thority be  given  for  the  acceptance  of  this  offer  for  all  the  Spencer  car- 
Vines,  caliber  .52,  and  all  of  caliber  .50  in  excess  of  5,000,  and  of  car- 
tridges for  the  same  to  the  extent  and  at  the  price  herein  offered."  This 
was  signed  by  "  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance."  That  was  approved  by 
**  AVilliam  W.  Belknap,  Secretary  of  War."  The  date  of  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  is  not  stated ;  but  as  it  was  returned  and  left  the  Ord- 
nance Office  on  the  same  day,  it  must  have  been  approved  on  that  day, 
October  12,  and  on  October  12  the  order  was  given  to  Colonel  Cris- 
pin to  make  the  sale :  and  here  is  the  press  copy  of  the  order  that  has 
been  torn  out  of  the  Dook,  and  brought  here  at  the  request  of  General 
Schurz : 

''  October  12, 1870." 

Of  course  that  means  at  Washington.  The  press  does  not  take  off  the 
printe<l  heading. 

**  October  12, 1870. 

*•  Major  S.  Crispin, 

*•  U.  8.  Ordnance  Agency,  N.  Y.  : 

"  Majok  :  You  are  authorized  to  sell  to  the  Messrs.  E.  llemington  & 
Sons  all  the  Spencer  carbines,  caliber  .52,  or  of  caliber  .50,  in  cases  of 
5,000,  at  $25  25  each,  and  the  requisite  quantity  of  ammunition  for 
the  same,  at  $18  25  per  thousand. 

"  You  are  also  authorized  to  sell  to  Mr.  O.  F.  Winchester  4,000,000 
linen  cartridges  for  Sharp's  carbines,  at  $16  25  per  thousand.    Mr.  Win- 
chester's offer  for  Spencer  carbine  cartridges  is  declined. 
"  Very  respectfully',  your  obedient  servant, 

"  A.  B.  DYER, 
"  Chief  of  Ordnance,  United  States  Army.'" 

That  latter  portion  of  the  letter  refers  to  some  other  transaction. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that  I— A.  October  12,  1870. 

Q.  After  the  papers  had  been  received  back  from  the  War  Depart- 
ment by  the  Secretary  of  War! — A.  Yes,  sir.  No  action  would  have 
been  taken  until  that  return. 

By  Mr.  STEVENSON : 

Q.  When  were  those  arms  advertised  for  sale,  on  which  the  bid  was 
made  on  October  11  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.  I  have  not  got  the  bids 
and  advertisements ;  they  were  put  in  here  for  printing.  Unless  I  had 
them  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  Ton  say  they  made  the  bid  on  the  11th ;  had  they  not  made  a  previous 
bid  on  the  9th  f — A.  They  may  have  done  so ;  but  Colonel  Crispin  has  those 
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papers,  and  will  be  able  to  tell,  because  the  bid  was  probably  made  in 
New  York.  In  regard  to  the  sale  of  October  13,  if  there  was  any  pre- 
vious consultation  or  correspondence,  that  will  also  be  given  by  Ck)lonel 
Crispin ;  but,  as  far  as  our  office  is  concerned,  the  letter  was  written  in 
Washington,  at  the  Ordnance  Office. 

"  Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

"  Washingtony  October  12,  1870. 

"  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  U.  S,  A., 

"  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Ordnance j  U.8.A, : 

^'Sm:  Learning  from  you  that  you  will  not  take  a  less  price,  we 
hereby  offer  you  fifteen  dollars  each  for  all  the  Eemington  old-model 
carbines  (belonging  to  the  United  States  Oovernment)  which  are  of  .50 
caliber,  provided  said  guns  be  accompanied  by  the  requisite  number  of 
cartridges,  (500  to  each  gun,)  at  the  rate  of  $18  per  thousand. 
"  Yours,  respectfully, 

"  E.  EEMINGTON  &  SONS, 
"  rer  W.  C.  SQUIRE.'' 

That  was  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  War : 

"Ordnance  Office,  October  12, 1870. 

"  Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  offer  for  these 
arms  is  deemed  a  fair  one,  and  its  acceptance  recommended. 

"A.  B.  DYER, 

"  Chief  of  Orduance,^^ 

Tlie  marks  on  this  letter  show  that  it  reached  the  War  Office  and  was 
recorded  there  October  13.  It  was  approved — "  Wm.  W.  Belknap,  Sec- 
retary of  War,  October  13, 1870."  Therefore  it  was  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  on  the  13th.  Tliis  paper  also  shows  that  it  was  re- 
turned and  reached  the  Ordnance  Office  October  13.  The  action  of  the 
Department  on  that  sale  is  as  follows:  this  is  the  press  copy,  that  I 
have  torn  out  of  the  press-book,  in  order  to  submit  here,  at  tlie  request 
of  Mr.  Schurz : 

•<  Octobek  13,  1870. 

"  Major  S.  Crispin, 

"  Box  1811,  New  York  : 

"  Sir  :  You  are  authorized  to  sell  to  Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons  all 
the  available  Remington  carbines  on  hand,  at  the  price  of  fifteen  dollars 
each,  with  600  cartridges  for  each  carbine,  at  the  price  of  eight  dollars 
per  thousand. 

*'  Respectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

'<xV.  B.  DYER, 

*'  Chief  of  OrdnaficeS 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 
Q.  That  is  dated  October  13  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chair^iak  : 

Q.  In  pursuance  of  the]  papers  ycu  have  read,  were  those  sales 
made  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  ^ 

Q.  Were  they  made  before  the  Ordnance  Office  had  any  knowledge  of 
the  dispatch   of  Remington  to  Squire,  from  which  it  was  inferred 
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that  Eemington  mij^^ht  be  a  French  agent  f — A.  In  my  opinion  they 
were,  and  I  judge  merely  from  the  papers.  In  order  that  that  paper 
shoQld  reach  the  Ordnance  Bureau  on  the  13th,  it  must  have  been 
acted  on  by  the  Secretary  of  War  early  in  the  morning,  and  A?e  have  it 
in  evidence  from  General  Dyer  that  he  did  not  see  the  Secretary  of 
War  until  about  2  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  the  Secretary  of  War  hav- 
ing been  absent  from  his  office  the  middle  portion  of  the  day.  Had  he 
acted  upon  it  after  2  o'clock,  in  the  due  course  of  business,  that  letter 
vrould  not  have  reached  our  office  until  next  da3\ 

By  Mr.  Caepentek  : 

Q.  Until  the  14th  f— A.  Until  the  14th,  and  I  believe  it  will  be 
established  by  another  witness  that  the  whole  transaction  was  com- 
pleted and  the  money  offered  in  the  morning  before  that  dispatch  was 
received. 

Q.  When  you  say  that  it  must  have  been  done  so  and  so,  you  are 
speaking  of  what  would  have  been  the  ordinary  routine  of  business  ? — 
A.  The  routine  of  business  in  the  office,  as  I  understand  it.  The  present 
Secretary  of  War  is  a  very  quick  worker,  but  yet,  working  as  quick  as 
he  does,  these  papers  require  some  little  •time  to  go  between  the  offices. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  there  any  knowledge  in  the  War  Department,  or  had  you 
any  knowledge,  that  Eemington  was  the  agent  or  supposed  agent  of 
the  French  in  any  way  before  the  receipt  of  the  Squire  dispatch  f — A.  I 
had  not.  I  had  not  the  slightest  suspicion  or  knowledge  on  the  subject, 
and  I  have  never  been  able  to  understand  myself,  with  the  little  reading 
I  have  given  to  that  dispatch,  how  it  can  be  construed  into  Remington's 
being  an  agent  of  the  Freucli  government.  I  do  not  think  it  reads  so. 
It  conveys  to  my  mind  the  idea  that  there  were  certain  privileges  that 
were  granted  to  E.  Remington  &  Sous,  and  which  were  not  granted  to 
other  purchasers.    That  is  the  way  it  reads  to  me. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Granted  by  whom  f — A.  Jt  appears  from  the  dispatch  as  if  the 
French  government  or  the  committee  of  armament  had  granted  certain 
privileges  to  one  seller  that  they  would  not  grant  to  another,  probably. 
But  it  does  not  state  that  Mr.  Remington  is  the  agent  of  the  French 
government. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  But  did  it  excite  suspicion  in  the  Department? — A.  It  excited  the 
suspicion  of  the  Department,  and  General  Dyer  acted  on  the  matter  at 

once. 

Q.  Were  any  arms  subsequently  sold  to  Remington  &  Sons  or  to 
anybody  else  known  to  be  their  agent  ? — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  ScHrRZ : 

Q.  Did  it  not  convey  to  you  the  impression  that  the  arms  bought  by 
Reimnptoii  went  to  France? — A.  Bought  by  Remington  when  ? 

Q«  That  the  arms  generally  bought  by  Remington  were  destined  for 
France.— A.  I  should  Judge  that,  if  he  had  not  a  market  anywhere  else, 
"e  would  sell  them  to  France. 

Q.  Did  this  dispatch  convey  that  idea? — A.  That  showed  undoubt- 
^%  that  he  was  doing  business  for  the  French  government. 

%  the  Chairman  : 
^'  ^^as  it  not  within  your  knowledge  that  he  was  also  doing  business 
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with  other  governments,  selling  arms  in  the  regular  way  of  merchants 
to  other  governments  ? — A.  It  was  notorious  that  he  had  been  from  his 
own  manufactory  supplying  arms  to  other  governments.  1  know  be 
had  supplied  arms  to  Denmark,  and  we  were  credibly  informed  he  was 
sending  arms  to  Cuba.  I  was  so  told  by  Spanish  officers.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  was  about  that  time  exactly,  but  I  was  told  by  Spanish 
officers  that  they  were  buying  arms  for  him  to  send  to  Cuba. 

J3y  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Where  were  the  arms  sold  on  the  13th  at  the  time  of  sale  f — A.  I 
cannot  tell  whether  they  Were  in  New  York  or  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  they  were  delivered! — A.  This  document 
[Exhibit  J^o,  1]  shows  that  those  Remington  carbines  were  delivered 
November  30, 1870. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  where  they  were  delivered? — A.  No,  sir;  1  know 
nothing  of  that.    Major  Crispin  can  give  you  that  information. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  You  have  read  to  us  the  letters  addressed  to  Crispin,  authorizing 
him  to  sell ;  were  those  letters  gent  to  New  York  f — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  they 
went  by  due  course  of  mail. 

Q.  Were  they  mailed  on  the  12th  and  13th  of  October,  1870,  respect- 
ively ? — A.  I  take  it  for  granted  so.  I  did  not  mail  them,  but  in  the 
due  course  of  Jjusiuess  they  must  have  gone  in  that  way,  and  have 
reached  him  next  morning. 

Q.  What  is  the  modus  operandi  of  the  sale ;  when  is  the  margin  to  be 
put  up,  and  how  T — A.  Colonel  Crispin  could  give  you  more  detailed  in- 
formation ;  but  the  margins  are  put  up  within  what  we  understand  is  a 
reasonable  time.  For  instance,  in  some  of  our  very  large  sales — ^take 
that  made  October  20 — the  orders  from  the  Department  were  that  the 
margins,  which,  of  course,  were  very  large,  should  be  put  up  the  next 
day  by  4  o'clock,  so  as  to  give  them  one  entire  business  day  in  which  to 
operate. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  on  record  in  the  Ordnance  Biu^eau  to  show  that 
such  an  order  was  given  in  this  case  f — A.  No,  sir ;  nothing  more  than 
what  I  have  produced.  That  was  the  order  upon  which  the  sale  was 
made,  as  far  as  I  know ;  but  then  the  agent  at  New  York  had  his  gen- 
eral instructions  in  regard  to  sales  that  he  was  obliged  to  carry  out. 

Q.  If  there  is  nothing  on  the  records  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  concern- 
ing the  putting  up  of  the  margin,  it  is  to  be  presumed  that  the  margin 
was  to  be  put  up  at  New  \^ork  f — A.  O,  yes;  the  margins  were  always 
put  up  there. 

Q.  These  letters  read  in  the  following  way:  "Major  Crispin,  you  are 
authorized  to  sell.''  It  would  appear  that  the  completion  of  the  sale 
was  considered  final  when  the  margin  was  put  up,  was  it  not  f — ^A.  No, 
sir ;  the  completion  of  the  sale  was  made  here ;  the  margin  was  some- 
thing that  was  put  up  in  order  to  insure  the  final  action  of  the  pur- 
chaser. 

Q.  Why  does  the  letter  then  read,  "  You  are  authorized  to  sell,"  and 
not  "  You  are  authorized  to  deliver  T'-^A.  I  suppose  it  is  merely  a  sort 
of  form  that  is  used  in  the  office ;  that  is  the  way  I  usually  write  the 
letters.    This  of  the  12th  of  October  is  in  my  own  handwriting. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Is  that  form  in  the  Department  understood  to  close  the  sale  T  Af- 
ter the  matter  has  been  considered  by  the  Ordnance  Office  here,  referred 
to  the  Secretary  of  War,  approved  by  him,  and  this  order  is  given  to 
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Crispin  in  the  form,  ^<  You  are  authorized  to  sell,"  is  that  understood  in 
the  Department  to  conclude  the  sale,  or  is  it  understood  that  it  is  a 
matter  discretionary  with  Crispin  to  sell  or  not  afterward  ? — A.  There 
may  be  different  cases.  For  instance,  a  man  may  come  into  the  Ord- 
nance Office,  and  General  Dyer  may  tell  him,  ^^  I  will  authorize  that  sale; 
you  can  have  those  goods ;  go  to  Crispin ;  and  a  letter  will  be  ordered 
to  be  sent  to  Crispin."  It  would  be  sent  in  this  form,  *^  You  are  author- 
ized to  sell.''  The  Chief  of  Ordnance  would  not  take  those  goods  and 
offer  them  for  sale  or  sell  them  to  anybody  else  that  came  afterward,, 
even  for  a  higher  price.  lie  would  say,  "  These  goods  have  been  sold 
to  such  a  man  already,^'  if  the  letter  had  been  written  in  that  way. 

Q.  Then  it  is  understood  in  the  Department  that  when  the  matter 
has  been  considered  here  in  Washington  by  the  Ordnance  Office  and  the 
Secretary  of  War,  and  this  form  of  order  is  issued  to  Crispin,  then,  so 
far  as  that  matter  is  concerned,  it  has  gone  beyond  the  control  of  the 
Department;  the  sale  is  completed  ! — A.  Beyond  the  control  of  the  De- 
partment. If  Crispin  does  anything  other  than  make  that  sale,  he  does 
it  on  his  own  responsibility,  and  can  give  his  reason  therefor. 

Bv  Mr.  ScnuBZ : 

Q.  In  the  correspondence  submitted  by  you,  there  appear  several 
cases  where  arrangements  were  made  and  afterward  unmade  again ; 
that  instructions  were  given  as  to  when  the  margin  should  be  put  up, 
and,  in  consequence  of  objections  made  on  the  other  side,  such  bargains 
(where  the  approval  of  the  Department  had  already  been  given)  were 
afterward  dropped.  Would  it  not  appear  therefrom  that  the  sale  was 
not  considered  final  until  the  margin  was  put  up  f — A.  I  presume  you 
find  cases  where  there  were  some  discussions  that  took  place  after  the 
margins  were  put  up,  and  that  then  such  sales  were  finally  decided  not 
to  be  carried  out.  Sometimes  the  buyer  would  state,  that  he  had  made 
a  bid  with  the  understanding  that  the  goods  were  of  such  and  such 
qualities,  and  that,  when  he  came  to  examine  them,  he  found  they  were 
not  so  good ;  he  had  put  up  his  margin  ;  he  found  that  he  could  not 
make  a  sale ;  that  he  had  sold  certain  qualities  of  goods,  and  when  he 
came  to  get  them  from  the  Department,  in  order  to  comply  with  his  en- 
^gements,  he  found  they  were  not  of  the  quality  that  he  expected,  and 
therefore  he  could  not  execute  his  sales.  There  was  a  case  of  hardship ; 
and  he  wanted  to  bring  it  before  the  Department,  and  would  like  to  have 
his  margin  returned.  Still,  the  sale  was  made,  and  these  causes  coming 
in  afterward,  required  a  reconsideration. 

Q.  So  that  when  circumstances  intervened  which  threw  a  different 
light  on  the  subject  afterward,  such  arrangements  were  canceled  f — 
A.  Those  were  generally,  and,  I  presume,  always,  cases  where  it  was  a 
matter  of  hardship  toward  the  individual,  and  he  brought  in  a  protest 
himself. 

Q.  Would  not  the  discovery  that  Eemington  ^  Sons  were  agents  of 
the  French  government  in  buying  arms  after  that  have  been  legti- 
mately  considered  one  of  those  circumstances  important  enough  to 
cancel  an  arrangement  previously  made? — A.  That  is  a  question,  I  sup- 
pose, for  a  statesman  to  decide,  not  for  an  ordnance  officer.  But  in 
that  particular  case  it  would  have  been  probably  a  hardship.  It  was 
an  agreement  between  the  Government  and  the  i^urchaser,  and  the  Gov- 
ernment should  be  held  as  liable  to  its  contracts  or  agreements  as  any 
private  party. 

Q.  Was  the  matter  ever  discussed  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  with  re- 
gard to  the  delivery  of  these  goods  to  French  agents,  as  to  whether  it 
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was  an  important  thing  to  observe  the  rale  that  no  arms  or  ordnance 
stores  should  be  sold  to  agents  of  belligerent  parties  I — A.  It  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Bureau  to 

Q.  That  is  not  my  question.  I  ask  whether  it  was  ever  in  your  pres- 
ence discussed  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau  ? — ^A.  In  regard  to  that  par- 
ticular sale  ? 

Q.  No,  generally.  The  importance  of  that  rule  which  had  been 
established  that  no  ordnance  stores  or  arms  should  be  sold  to  agents  of 
belligerent  parties. — A.  I  do  not  remember  any  particular  discussion ; 
but  it  was  very  clearly  understood  that  no  sales  should  be  made,  and  I 
do  not  think  any  sales  were  made,  to  any  agent  of  a  belligerent  govern- 
ment after  that  dispatch  was  received,  which,  as  I  stated  before,  does 
not  convey  to  my  mind  that  Eemington  was  an  agent  of  the  French 
government. 

Q.  It  seems  to  have  conveyed  that  idea  to  the  mind  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  and  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  t — A.  Hardly  the  fact,  but  a  sus- 
picion, I  presume. 

Q.  Was  there  ever  an  order  or  instruction  issued  to  oflScera,  who  had 
to  deliver  arms  to  purchasers,  that  no  arms  should  be  delivered  to  per- 
sons known  to  be  French  agents  or  agent^s  of  any  belligerent  party  t — 
A.  I  do  not  remember  any  instructions  given  at  all  in  writing.  At  the 
time  that  dispatch  was  received  in  Washington,  upon  which  the  decision 
was  based  that  sales  should  be  discontinued.  Major  Crispin  was  in 
Washington  and  in  the  Ordnance  Office  at  the  time,  and,  therefore,  had 
full  knowledge.  Whether  he  had  any  conversation  with  General  hyer 
on  the  subject,  of  course  I  do  not  remember  and  do  not  know ;  but,  as 
all  the  sales  were  consummated  through  Major  Crispin,  it  was  to  be 
supposed  that  nothing  would  be  done  except  in  carrying  out  the  instrnc- 
tions  of  the  Secretary  of  War  on  that  point. 

Q.  Did  you  ship*  arms  and  ordnance  stores  from  here  by  railroad  or 
by  water  at  that  time  ? — A.  That  I  cannot  tell ;  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Who  can  tell  it? — A.  I  suspect  Major  Crispin  can  tell  you  that. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Crispin  is  still  an  officer  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau? — A.  Yes,  sir; 
he  is  an  officer  of  the  Anny,  m  charge  of  the  ordnance  agency  in  New 
York. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ: 

Q.  Is  there  anybody  connected  with  the  Ordnance  Bureau  who  can 
t^ll  whether  arms  were  shipped  by  railroad  or  by  water? — A.  I  suppose 
at  the  arsenal  they  could  tell,  but  I  cannot  tell  yon.  There  may  be 
something  in  the  Bureau  to  give  that  information,  but  I  doubt  it. 

Q.  Be  land  enough  to  look  it  up. — A.  I  will. 

Q.  Were  any  marginal  deposits  made  by  the  Remingtons  within  yonr 
knowledge  for  sales  made  to  them  ? — A.  I  know  nothing  in  regard  to 
marginal  deposits.  Major  Crispin  will  give  you  all  that  detailed  infor- 
mation.   I  have  here  some  papers  you  called  for  the  other  day. 

Q.  What  are  they? — A.  They  are  in  regard  to  sales  which  were  made 
during  the  interval  between  January  23,  1871,  and  April  24,  1871,  when 
the  sales  were  stopped.    There  were  sales  made  during  that  period. 

(The  correspondence  is  annexed  to  the  testimony,  marked  Exhibit  No. 
10.) 

Q.  General  Dyer  told  us,  the  other  day,  that  the  Garrison  gun-contract 
was  made  here  at  the  Ordnance  Office ;  the  arms  that  were  delivered  in 
March,  1871,1  believe? — A.  I  think  you  have  all  that  information  in 
print  already.  I  have  here  some  other  papers.    For  instance,  there  is  a 
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good  deal  of  lead  that  was  sold  daring  that  interval,  the  time  when  the 
sales  were  stopped,  and  the  reasoti  for  the  sale  of  lead. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  These  papers,  as  I  understand,  are  presented  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  the  reasons  for  the  sales  between  January  and  April,  1871, 
when  there  was  an  order  of  suspension  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  lead  sold  during  that  interval. 

Q.  Eead  each  paper  and  state  the  facts  in  connection  with  it. — A. 
These  letters  that  1  am  reading  now  I  have  examined  with  the  original 
myself.  I  have  here  a  letter  from  the  firm  of  Tatham  &  Brothers,  the 
great  lead-men  in  New  York : 

"  New  York,  February  20, 1871. 

"  Sir  :  We  have  been  informed  that  sales  of  Government  lead  have  been 
indetiuitely  suspended ;  and  some  x)arties  assert  that  no  more  of  that 
lead  will  be  sold  during  the  present  year.  * 

"As  manufacturers,  consuming  several  thousand  tons  of  lead  annually, 
it  has  been  necessary  to  provide  beforehand  for  supplies  from  Europe, 
aud  this  requires  at  least  three  months  to  be  economically  eflected. 

"  When  Government  lead  was  offered  last  year  upon  a  notice  of  thirty 
days,  we  had  several  thousand  tons  contracted  for  in  Europe  or  at  sea, 
and  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  judicious  course  adopted  by  General  Dyer, 
great  loss  would  have  been  inflicted  upon  all  who  were  similarly  circum- 
stanced. 

"  We  have  been  given  to  understand  that  the  Government  expected  to 
sell  from  12,000  to  14,000  tons.  This  would  about  supply  one  year's  con- 
sumption of  that  kind  of  lead  in  the  Atlantic  States:  if  these  sales  are 
to  be  discontinued,  justice  to  the  manufacturers  and  all  concerned  re- 
quires that  ample  notice  be  given.  It  should  not  be  unnecessarily  with- 
held and  suddenly  sprung  upon  them  without  knowing  the  object  of  ar- 
resting these  sales.  It  may  be  proper  to  say  that  none  of  that  lead  can 
be  exported  to  Europe,  because  the  price  of  lead  in  Europe  is  about  2\ 
cents  per  pound,  gold^  less  than  the  price  here,  and  as  no  duty  was  paid 
upon  it  no  drawback  can  be  allowed. 

"  We  shall  be  glad  to  be  informed  whether  the  sales  of  this  lead  will  be 
resumed  shortly,  in  order  to  judge  of  the  necessity  of  importing  foreign 
lead  to  supply  the  public  demand  for  our  manufactures  of  lead.  We 
do  not  ask  exclusive  information,  but  such  as  cannot  be  withheld  without 
both  private  and  public  injury,  which  we  are  certain  cannot  be  your 
desire. 

Awaiting  j'our  reply,  we  are,  very  respectfullv, 

**  TATHAM  BROTHBR8. 

**  Uon.  Wm.  W.  Belknap, 

''  Secretary  of  War." 

That  letter  was  indorsed  by  General  Dyer,  on  March  2,  1871 : 
"  Kespectfully  submitted  tothe  Secretary  of  War,  with  the  recommend- 
ation that  the  President's  order  forbidding  the  sale  of  ordnance  stores 
be  80  modified  or  withdrawn  as  to  permit  the  sale  of  lead,  in  pursuance 
of  the  authority  which  existed  prior  to  the  President's  prohibitory 
order. 

"  A.  B.  DYER,  Chief  of  Ordnance^ 

Then  comes  this  indorsement : 

**  Approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  March  2, 1871. 

"  ED.  8CHRIVEB,  Inspector  General? 
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Under  that  there  were  several  sales  of  lead  given  in  the  schedale  in 
Exhibit  jSTo.  1. 

There  was  some  other  correspondence  as  to  lead. 

(This  correspondence  is  annexed  to  the  testimony,  marked  Exhibit 
No.  11.) 

I  present  also  correspondence  as  to  the  sale  of  saddles  during  the  pe- 
riod of  suspension. 

(This  correspondence  is  annexed  to  the  testimonv,  marked  Exhibit 
]!^o.  12.) 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Were  there  any  other  sales  between  the  dates  of  the  President's 
order  except  of  lead  and  saddles  f — A.  I  believe  not,  for  I  ordered  the  clerk 
to  get  up  everything  that  was  in  the  list  that  was  on  the  files  of  the  De- 
partment. If  there  were  any  other  sales  they  may  have  been  made  under 
general  instructions  at  other  places;  but  probably  there  is  nothing  there. 
These  seem  to  cover  the  principal  ones,  b}'  my  examination. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  notice  the  language  in  this  letter  to  the  man  at  the  arsenal, 
who  had  charge  of  these  saddles,  is  precisely  corresponding  to  the 
language  of  the  letter  which  you  addressed  to  Mayor  Crispin,  "  You  are 
authorized  to  sell."  General  Schurz  raised  a  question  whether  that 
was  only  granting  a  discretionary  power.  I  want  to  know  if  that  letter 
is  or  is  not  in  the  usual  form  upon  which  all  the  sales  were  made  ! — A. 
That  is  the  usual  form.  I  wrote  a  good  many  of  the  letters  myself,  and 
almost  invariably  I  used  that  language,  ^^  You  are  authorized,"  in  giving 
instructions  of  that  sort. 

Q.  The  understanding  of  the  Department  was  that  that  authorized 
the  sale  and  completed  it  f — A.  That  closed  the  business  at  the  Ordnance 
Oflftce. 

Q.  When  that  notice  was  given  to  the  officer  having  the  ordnance 
stores  in  charge,  was  it  or  not  regarded  as  the  conclusion  of  the  sale, 
by  which  the  Department  were  bound  to  furnish  the  article  unless 
something  should  come  up  to  show  that  the  article  was  not  of  the  proper 
quality,  or  a  change  was  made  by  mutual  agreement  7 — A.  I  think 
that  is  the  usual  view  of  the  case. 

Q.  And  if  the  party  to  whom  the  sale  had  been  made  claimed  that  it 
should  be  carried  out,  it  was  in  all  cases  carried  out  ? — A.  It  was  so 
considered. 

Q.  Changed  only,  where  it  was  changed,  by  mutual  consent  of  the 
parties  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  Very  frequently — I  do  not  know  that  it  was 
always  done — there  were  cases  that  when  a  letter  of  this  kind  was  sent, 
*'  You  are  authorized  to  sell  so  and  so,"  a  letter  was  also  written  from 
the  office  to  the  individual,  especially  when  his  bid  or  offer  bad  been 
made  direct  to  our  office,  saying  that  such  a  letter  had  been  written  to 
the  officer,  or  that  such  an  officer  ^^  has  been  authorized  to  sell  you  "  so 
and  so.  That  closed  the  affair,  and  then  it  was  a  matter  to  be  con- 
cluded between  the  two  parties,  the  officer  who  made  the  sale  and  the 
gentleman  who  made  the  purchase. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 

Q.  That  is,  what  was  done  by  Crispin  subsequent  to  the  issue  of  such 
letter  to  him  from  the  Department  was  regarded  as  a  mere  execution  of 
what  had  been  concluded  at  the  Department! — A.  The  execution  of  the 
^rder  that  had  been  given,  unless  somethiug  came  up  in  the  matter  of 
protest,  as  I  have  tried  to  explain  before. 
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Q.  That  woald  be  an  arrangement  between  the  parties  to  vary  tbe 
terms  of  tbe  contract? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  IVlr.  SCHUBZ : 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  any  case  where,  instead  of  a  mutual  arrangement, 
some  objection  was  made  on  the  part  of  the  Ordnance  Department  also? 
—A.  I  do  not  recall  any. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  case  where  such  instructions  were  not  carried 
oat  by  Major  Crisinn  ? — A.  Yes;  sometimes  for  bis  own  reasons,  on  his 
ovrn  responsibility,  which  he  is  obliged  to  take  at  times. 

Q.  And  sometimes  his  reasons  were  approved? — A.  Sometimes  his 
reasons  were  approved,  and  sometimes,  I  suppose,  disapproved. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Squire,  the  agent  of  Remington  &  Sons,  notified  on  the 
morDiug  of  the  13th of  October  that  their  offer  had  been  accepted? — A. 
(leneral  Dyer  so  testified ;  I  cannot  testify  .to  that.  I  have  no  doubt  of 
it,  and  I  presume  it  can  be  shown  by  witnesses  to  be  the  fact. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  What  kind  of  objections  did  Crispin  raise  sometimes  when  he  had 
been  in  this  way  authorized  to  sell? — A.  I  cannot  tell  you. 

Q.  Is  there  any  correspondence  of  that  kind  on  the  files  of  the  Bureau? 
—A.  I  presume  there  must  be  some. 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  May  I  suggest  that  Colonel  Benet  be  requested  to  fur- 
nish that  corresiK)udence  I 

Tbe  Chairman.  Certainly. 

The  Witness.  Colonel  Crispin  can  give  you  just  such  correspondence 
as  that.  I  think  he  has  papers  that  cover  such  points— cases  where  I 
gave  him  authority  to  sell  at  certain  prices  and  he  would  not  do  it,  and 
by  not  doing  it  he  made  about  half  a  million  dollars  for  the  United 
States. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Were  any  arms  or  ordnance  stores  delivered  between  January  23 
and  April  24, 1871,  when  the  President's  order  was  suspended  f — A.  If 
there  were  it  must  be  in  this  document.  (Exhibit  No.  1.)  I  have  not 
examined  it  in  order  to  see. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Please  examine  and  see. — A.  There  were  deliveries  to  Garrison, 
to  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  and  to  Biclmrdson. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Deliveiies  of  stores  and  guns  between  these  two  dates,  in  pursu- 
ance of  an  arrangement  consummated  prior  to  the  suspending  of  the 
order  ! — A.  That  is  my  understanding  entirely,  but  Colonel  Crispin  can 
give  you  all  the  dates  and  the  times  the  margins  were  put  up. 

By  Mr.  Logan  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  state  that  when  the  order  was  given  by  the 
Ordnance  Oflice,  or  the  Secretary  of  War,  whichever  it  may  be,  to 
Colonel  Crispin,  or  any  other  officer,  authorizing  him  to  sell  a  certain 
number  of  guns  or  any  ordnance  stores  to  a  certain  individual,  that 
was  considered  in  the  Department  a  consummation  of  the  sale  ? — A.  It 
was  considered  closed  so  far  as  the  Department  was  concerned. 

Q.  1  understand  that.  That  you  have  stated  frequently ;  but  what  I 
want  to  get  at  is  this:    You  say  it  was  closed,  as  far  as  the  Department 
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was  concerned.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  Department! — A.  By  the 
time  the  order  reached  the  officer  who  had  to  consummate  the  sale 
something  might  have  occurred  to  interfere  with  it.  When  the  gentli- 
man  came  there  to  consummate  the  sale  he  might  find  that  the  stores 
were  not  of  the  quality  he  expected  when  he  made  the  bid. 

Q.  I  understand  that 5  but  what  do  you  mean  by  "the  Department" 
in  that  connection — the  Department  here  at  Washington  ! — A.  I  mean 
the  Ordnance  Office  here  in  Washington. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  apply  that  answer  to  the  office  in  New  York,  or 
here  in  Washington !  When  you  say  it  was  a  consummation  of  the 
sale,  do  you  mean  that  term  to  apply  to  the  Ordnance  Office  in  Wash- 
ington, and  the  branch  in  New  York,  both,  or  merely'  to  your  office  here 
in  Washington  I — A.  Merely  here  in  Washington.  When  such  an 
order  was  given,  it  closed  the  transaction  so  far  as  the  Ordnance  Office 
was  concerned. 

Q.  Closed  the  business  portion  that  this  part  of  the  office  has  to  per- 
form?— A.  Yes,  sir;  the  execution  is  carried  on  at  the  other  end  of  the 
line. 

Q.  You  stated  that  sometimes  when  these  orders  were  issued  the 
property  was  not  delivered  by  reason  of  some  defect  in  the  arm  t — A. 
Or  some  other  reason. 

Q.  Did  that  same  reason  apply  to  both  parties,  or  to  one  only  f  Would 
it  apply  to  the  Government  f — A.  It  would  apply  to  both  parties  neces- 
sarily. 

Q.  Then  if  an  imposition  was  practiced  upon  the  Government  by  the 
party  purchasing,  that  reason  would  apply  for  avoiding  the  sale,  the 
same  as  a  defective  arm  on  the  other  side  f — A.  I  take  it  for  granted  so. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  I  suppose  if  a  commanding  general  in  the  field  issues  an  order  to 
a  subordinate  officer  to  move  his  forces  in  a  certain  direction,  or  do  a 
certain  thing,  when  that  order  is  issued  from  the  headquarters  of  the 
army,  the  man  is  ordered  so  far  as  the  commanding  general  is  concerned ; 
but  still  I  suppose  if  the  officer  who  received  the  command  saw,  from 
some  new  change  in  the  troops  on  the  other  side,  or  anything  which  he 
thought  would  have  aftected  the  order  if  the  commanding  general  had 
known  it,  he  may  execute  the  order  given  to  him,  or  if  he  refuses  to 
execute  it  he  takes  upon  his  own  hejid  the  responsibility  of  that  refusal  f 
— A.  Exactly  a  parallel  case,  as  I  understand. 

Q.  Now  here,  when  the  Department  issues  its  order — for  that  is,  as 
you  understand  it,  an  order  to  Crispin  to  sell — if  anything  takes  place 
afterward  so  that  he  refuses  tx)  execute  that  contract,  he  is  in  precisely 
the  condition  of  a  subordinate  general  in  the  field  who  refuses  to  execute 
an  order  from  headquarters ;  he  takes  the  responsibility  on  his  own  head ! 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  In  other  words,  as  Napoleon  once  said  to  Marshal  Soult,  (when  he 
had  given  him  an  order  to  do  a  certain  thing  and  the  order  reached 
Boult,  and  he  said  he  would  not  do  it,  and  Napoleon  galloped  to  the  front,) 
"  You  have  done  right,  sir ;  but  if  you  had  failed,  your  head  would  have 
been  off! '^ — A.  A  case  may  occur  where  the  officer  is  authorized  by  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  to  sell,  without  mentioning  any  names,  to  sell  at  the 
best  price  that  can  be  procured,  but  not  less  than  such  a  price.  Then 
of  course  he  has  authority  to  make  sale  to  any  purchaser.  That  is  a 
different  matter. 

Q.  There  it  is  referred  to  his  discretion  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  niulerstand  you  in  your  answer  to  mean  i)reeisely  this :  that 
when  you  issue  such  an  order  as  you  have  read  that  you  did  issue  to 
Colonel  Crispin  authorizing  him  to  sell  a  certain  quantity  of  arms,  you 
rejjarded  that  as  a  contract  binding  on  the  Ordnance  Dei)artment  to 
sell,  and  obliged  you  to  sell  if  thei-e  were  no  circumstances  intervening 
of  a  fraudulent  character  f — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  A  contract  which  compelled  you  to  sell  ? — A.  It  was  an  agreement, 
and  if  any  one  had  come  into  the  Ordnance  Office  five  minutes  rffter 
and  offered  a  higher  price  for  those  arms,  in  my  opinion  the  only  answer 
the  Chief  of  Ordnance  would  have  given  would  have  been,  "  I  have 
already  sold  those  arms." 

Q.  When  yon  invite  parties  to  propose  bids,  is  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment obhged  to  receive  the  highest  bid,  or  does  it  retain  a  discretionary 
]X)wer  to  reject  them  all  if  not  satisfactory  ? — A.  We  usually  did.  I 
tbink  in  bids  that  clause  was  usually  put  in.  I  think  it  is  a  very  com- 
mon clause  put  in  on  all  occasions  where  we  call  for  bids,  but  it  may 
have  been  omitted  sometimes.  I  presume  it  was  always  considered  as 
l)eing  reserved  anyhow. 

Bv  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  You  say  that  when  a  general  of  an  army  gives  an  order  to  a  sub- 
ordinate, he  is  bound  by  it,  unless  in  the  mean  time  circumstances  have 
so  changed  as  to  induce  him  to  take  the  responsibility  of  disobeying  it. 
Now,  as  a  military  man,  would  you  judge  it  competent  for  a  command- 
ing general,  when  he  has  given  an  order  to  a  subordinate,  and  before  its 
execution  circumstances  have  intervened  which  show  to  him  that  that 
order  ought  not  to  have  been  given,  to  revoke  that  order  or  counter- 
mand it? — A.  I  take  it  for  granted  he  could  countermand  the  order  any 
time;  I  suppose  he  has  that  authority. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Crispin  ever,  when  such  an  authority  to  sell  was  sent 
to  him,  return  an  answer  to  the  effect  that  the  arms  or  ordnance  stores 
might  be  sold  at  a  higher  price,  and  for  that  reason  de<jline  to  sell! — A. 
1  think  he  will  give  you  a  case  exactly  of  that  kind  ;  that  was  the  case 
I  referred  to  before. 

Q.  And  was  the  approval  of  the  Department  given  afterward! — A. 
The  sale  was  not  made,  but  bids  were  called  for. 

Q.  So  that  it  appears  that  when  authority  to  sell  was  given  to  Colo- 
nel Crispin,  and  he  thought  he  could  sell  at  a  higher  price,  and  reported 
that  to  the  Department,  then  the  bargain  which  was  concluded,  as  far 
as  the  Department  here  was  concerned,  was  broken,  in  order  to  get 
that  higher  price  which  Colonel  Crispin  was  able  to  get ;  was  that  it  ? — 
A.  I  would  not  like  to  admit  all  of  tlmt ;  it  depended  upon  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  each  particular  case  as  it  came  uj). 

Q.  If,  after  authority  to  sell  had  already  been  given  to  Colonel  Cris- 
pin, Colonel  Crispin  then  reported  that  a  more  advantageous  bargain 
could  be  made,  the  order  might  be  set  aside.  Did  he  make  such  a 
retort  to  the  War  Department,  and  was  such  a  report  ever  approved  f — 
A.  That  1  cannot  say,  because  I  have  in  m3'  mind  merely  one  particular 
(*ase;  and  as  he  will  give  you  all  the  papers  when  he  is  examined,  you 
will  be  better  able  to  judge.  I  do  not  remember  his  reasons.  I  think 
yon  will  find,  when  you  come  to  examine  Major  Crispin,  that  if  any 
such  instance  occurred  it  was  in  a  case  in  which  he  was  authorized  to 
sell  at  a  certain  price,  and  he  decided  that  he  would  not  sell  at  that 
price,  because  he  could  get  a  higher.  It  was  not  a  case  of  authority  to 
sell  to  a  particular  individual,  but  a  general  authority  to  sell  certain 
arms. 

10  s  A 
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By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Was  your  construction  of  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  act 
of  July  20, 1868,  such  as  to  authorize  a  private  sale  before  a  public  ad- 
vertisement for  thirty  days  at  public  sale  1  When  you  acted  in  the  ab- 
sence of  Dyer,  as  you  did  frequently,  did  you  put  that  construction  on 
that  act ;  or  did  you  believe  you  could  not  sell  at  private  sale  until  you 
had  advertised  thirty  days  at  public  salet — A.  The  construction  I  put 
upon  that  act  when  my  attention  was  called  to  it  was  the  construction 
that  was  put  by  the  Secretary  of  War.  I  could  not  go  beyond  his  con- 
struction. 

Q.  What  was  that  construction  f — A.  The  Secretary  of  War  never 
gave  me  his  views  in  regard  to  that;  but  the  construction  known  in  the 
office  was  that  General  Dyer  stated  that  in  conversation  with  General 
Schofield,  when  Secretary  of  War,  in  regard  to  that  matter,  the  con- 
struction was  put  upon  it  that  advertisements  of  sufficient  arms  of 
a  class  were  all  that  were  necessary  in  order  to  sell  all  of  that  class. 
To  sell  all  of  that  class,  you  had  to  advertise  a  quantity,  but  not  the 
whole  of  them.  I  have  already  stated  the  case  of  a  large  sale  while  I 
was  in  the  Bureau.  I  preferred  knowing,  before  recommending  action 
by  the  Secretary  of  War,  whether  it  had  been  advertised.  Then  I  re- 
ceived the  indorsement  of  Major  Crispin,  who,  of  course,  had  more  in- 
formation in  regard  to  the  practical  working  and  the  practical  effect  of 
the  construction,  &c.,  and  what  the  construction  was,  and  he  gave  me 
his  entire  views,  and  I  then  recommended  the  sale  to  the  Secretary  of 
War,  who  approved  it. 

Q.  Still  I  do  not  yet  get  at  what  I  wanted.  I  wanted  you  to  state 
whether  you  had  not  construed  this  act  officially.  What  I  mean  by 
"officially"  is,  that  acting  in  Dyer's  place,  had  you  not  refused  torecoj^ 
nize  a  private  sale  because  this  thirty  days'  advertisement  of  public  sale 
had  not  been  made,  and  there  had  been  no  actual  offer  at  public  sale, 
and  that  as  lat^  as  1871  ? — A.  That  is  the  case  that  I  gave  in  the  other 
day. 

Q.  I  merely  ask  3^ou  if  you  did  not  officially  refuse  to  comply  with  the 
request  of  Crispin,  upon  the  ground  that  your  construction  of  that 
statute  did  not  authorize  it,  because  there  had  been  no  public  adver- 
tisement and  public  sale! — A.  I  think  that  it  will  be  shown  that  I  did 
not  refuse,  but  returned  it  to  Colonel  Crispin  for  information  as  to 
whether  those  stores  had  been  advertised  under  the  law  of  18G8,  and  he 
then  gave  the  reasons  which  were  approved  by  the  Bureau. 

Q.  J  understand  that  you,  on  the  26tli  of  August,  1871,  returned  to 
Colonel  Crispin  a  proposition  made  for  a  sale,  because,  under  the  law  of 
the  20th  of  Julj^,  18G8,  private  sales  of  ordnance  could  not  be  made  until 
there  had  been  an  offer  at  public  sale  of  thirty  days! — A.  That  is  the 
reading  and  wording  of  the  law  undoubtedly. 

Q.  And  that  was  your  construction  in  so  returning  his  paperf — A.  I 
do  not  think  that  was  my  construction.  I  merely  referred  to  the  law, 
the  law  stating  so  and  so,  and  desired  to  know  whether  the  things  had 
been  advertised.  I  do  not  think  it  was  my  intention  to  construe  the 
law  myself. 

Q.  Your  indorsement  was,  "Kes])ecti*ully  returned  to  the  command- 
ing officer,  New  York  agency.  The  law  of  July  20,  1808,  only  authorizes 
private  sales  of  ordnance  stores  ^  after  offer  at  public  sale  on  thirty  days' 
notice.'  If  this  requirement  has  been  complied  with  in  respect  to  the 
stores  at  Fort  Pulaski,  (which  is  not  stated  in  your  indorsement,)  the 
Bureau  approves  the  prices  recommended  by  you,  and  authorizes  the 
sale  accordingly."    Do  you  not  regard  that  as  a  construction  of  the  law 
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by  3'ouf — A.  No,  sir.  I  merely  referred  to  the  law;  but  I  did  not  state 
that  the  sale  would  not  be  approved  even  if  the  advertisement  had  not 
l*en  made.  But,  as  I  said  before,  I  remember  perfectly  well  the  reason 
why  I  sent  those  papers  back ;  it  was  because  the  sale  was  a  very  large 
one  of  old  iron  and  things  of  that  sort,  1  think,  and  I  wanted  to  know 
of  him  whether  this  advertisement  had  taken  place,  and  therefore  re- 
tamed  the  case  in  order  to  get  his  views  in  regard  to  the  matter.  I  did 
not  pretend  at  any  time,  in  the  performance  of  my  duty,  to  construe  the 
law  in  opposition  to  the  construction  that  was  placed  upon  it  by  my 
superiors.    That  I  would  have  no  right  to  do. 

Q.  So  I  understand;  but  now  I  come  to  another  question  which  is 
peitinent.  Bid  you  not  approve  of  the  price  in  this  oflfer  which 
Colonel  Crispin  sent  to  you,  and  which  you  refused  to  ratify  because 
that  law  had  not  been  complied  with  f  Just  look  at  it. — A.  Certainly ; 
**the  Bureau  approves  the  prices  recommended  by  you.'' 

Q.  You  made  this  indorsement : 

**  Ordnance  Office,  August  2G,  1871. 

"  Respectfully  returned  to  the  commanding  officer,  New  York  agency. 
The  law  of  July  20,  1868,  only  authorizes  i)rivate  sales  of  ordnance 
stores  '  after  offer  at  public  sale  on  thirty  days'  notice.'  If  this  require- 
ment has  been  complied  with  in  respect  to  the  stores  at  Fort  Pulaski, 
(which  is  not  stated  in  your  indorsement,)  the  Bureau  approves  the 
prict^s  recommended  bv  yon,  and  authorizes  the  sale  accordinglv. 

"S.  V.  BBNfit, 
"  Major  of  Ordnance^  in  ckarge,'^^ 

If  the  proposition  which  was  then  submitted  to  you  by  Colonel 
Crispin  had  shown  that  this  public  advertisement  of  thirty  days  at 
public  sale  had  taken  place,  would  you  have  approved  it  and  not  re- 
torned  it  T — A.  I  should  have  submitted  it  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  I 
presume,  with  a  recommendation  that  the  sale  be  effected. 

Q.  You  returned  it,  therefore,  because,  according  to  your  construction 
of  the  requirement  of  that  act  of  July  20,  1868,  his  report  did  not  show 
that  this  requirement  had  been  fulfilled  f — A.  No,  sir :  as  I  remember 
the  case,  I  sent  it  back  because  the  sale  was  a  very  large  one,  and  I 
thought  that  in  that  particular  case  I  should  prefer  that  the  stores  had 
been  advertised,  and  I  desired  to  know  the  exact  state  of  the  case. 

Q.  Did  you  mention  anything  about  the  largeness  of  the  vsale  in  the 
indorsement  ? — A.  No,  sir;  it  was  apparent  on  the  face. 

Q.  By  this  return  it  appears  that  yonr  onl3'  objection  was  that  the 
law  had  not  been  complied  with  according  to  your  construction  f — A.  I 
still  insist  that  I  liad  no  right  to  put  any  construction  on  the  law.  It 
had  been  already  construed  for  me. 

Q.  1  am  inquiring  as  to  a  fact,  the  reason  that  induced  your  return  f — 
A.  The  only  reason  I  put  that  there  was  to  find  out  whether  the  things 
had  been  advertised  under  the  law. 

Q.  If  you,  prior  to  that  date,  the  26th  day  of  August,  1871,  had  known 
<[f  any  construction,  either  in  writing  or  otherwise,  by  General  Scho- 
tield  differing  with  your  view,  would  you  have  made  this  return! — A. 
1  presume  I  must  have  known  it  prior  to  that  time.  I  do  not  know 
when  I  did  not  know  it,  and  I  have  been  in  the  office  since  1800.  But 
you  perceive  that  in  the  case  of  a  large  sale,  the  Bureau  is  probably 
niore  careful  about  exercising  its  authority  than  it  would  be  in  a  small 
J^ale. 
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Q.  I  see  that  on  the  2cl  day  of  September,  1871,  Colonel  Crispin  .ad- 
dresses you  a  coininiinication,  in  which  he  says : 

''The  common  ruling  of  the  Department  has  been,  not  to  construe  the 
law  as  requiring  each  individual  lot  to  be  advertised  for  thirty  days,  but 
to  regard  its  true  intent  and  meaning  as  having  been  complied  with, 
and  a  private  sale  authorized  under  its  provisions,  where  the  Depart- 
ment has  already  offered  for  sale  a  quantity  in  some  market,  (usually 
within  a  reasonable  period  of  time  prior  to  the  contemplated  sale,)  the 
same  kind  of  article,  or  articles,  on  due  public  notice  of  thirty  days. 

"  Stores  are  advertised  and  withdrawn,  and  yet  not  sold  until  a  long 
time  after  the  advertisement." 

You  add  this : 

*'That  covers  the  case  there,  as  to  the  construction  of  the  Depart- 
ment, with  which  he  was  much  more  familiar  than  I  was,  as  he  was  making 
the  sales." 

You  make  this  indorsement : 

*'  Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  Major  Crispin's 
views  are  concurred  in  by  this  Bureau,  and  the  sale  recommended." 

You  recommended  the  sale,  therefore,.on  Colonel  Crispin's  constnic- 
tion  of  this  act,  so  far  as  the  usage  of  the  Department  had  been  con- 
cerned f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  aware  of  it  until  you  got  Colonel  Crispin's  note  ? — A.  1 
was  not  aware  of  the  details,  and  1  do  not  suppose  I  had  ever  discussed 
the  matter  in  my  own  mind  before  that,  for  I  had  made  very  few  sales 
myself,  General  Dyer  doing  all  that  business  himself,  when  he  was  in 
the  office,  and  this  construction  was  given  by  General  Schotield,  when 
Secretary  of  War,  in  the  latter  part  of  1808  or  early  in  I860,  because  up 
to  that  time  General  Schofield  was  Secretary  of  W^ir,  and  the  thing  had 
become  a  practice  in  the  Department  before  I  came  into  it  iu  October, 
1869,  and  very  probably  the  matter  had  not  been  brought  specially  to 
my  attention  until  I  came  to  act  upon  it  myself.  Then  I  wrote  thjit 
indorsement,  not  being  as  familiar  with  the  whole  subject  as  General 
Dyer.  If  the  case  was  put  before  (General  Dyer  I  do  not  believe  that 
paper  would  have  been  sent  back  by  General  Dyer  to  Major  Crispin  as 
I  sent  it  back,  but  that  he  would  have  recommended  the  sale  just  as 
soon  as  it  came  to  the  office. 

Q.  That  opinion  of  yours  rests  upon  the  postulate  that  General  Dyer 
was  more  familiar  with  the  action  of  the  Department  than  you  were  i— 
A.  More  ftimiliar  with  that  ruling  and  the  practice  under  the  ruling,  and' 
the  actual  manner  in  which  that  ruling  had  worked  in  effecting  sales. 
I  had  effected  very  few,  if  any,  of  those  sales,  when,  being  left  in  the 
Ordnance  Bureau,  this  very  large  sale  came  before  me.  I  supposed  that 
I  had  not  that  familiarity  with  it  that  General  Dyer  had,  and  therefore, 
although  knowing  of  the  ruling  of  the  Department,  I  returned  that  in- 
dorsement to  Colonel  Crispin,  referring  to  the  law  in  order  to  get  his 
views  in  regard  to  the  matter  and  to  get  all  the  facts  before  me,  which 
I  had  not,  as  I  state  there.  He  had  not  stated  that  the  things  had  been 
advertised  for  thirty  days. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  youT  own  personal  knowledge  that  General  Scho- 
field ever  gave  a  construction  to  that  act  different  from  what  you  made 
when  you  returned  this  paper  to  Colonel  Crispin  f — A.  In  the  first 
place,  i  do  not  admit  that  I  placed  a  construction  upon  that  law  by  that 
indorsement.  It  was  not  my  intention  to  do  so,  although  it  may  say  so 
there ;  but  to  my  own  personal  knowledge,  I  do  not  know  that  General 
Schofield  ever  gave  that  construction  to  the  law,  except  what  1  have 
heard  from  General  Dyer.    The  information  comes  through  him. 
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Q.  You  know  notbing  about  it  except  what  you  heard  from  General 
Dyer?— A.  Nothing. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  words  of  your  indorsement  of  August  20, 1871,  are :  "  Respect- 
fully returned  to  the  commanding  officer,  New  York  agency.  The  law 
of  July  20,  1868,  only  authorizes  private  sales  of  ordnance  stores  '  after 
offer  at  public  sale  on  thirty  days'  notice.'  If  this  requirement  has  not 
been  complied  with  in  respect  to  the  stores  at  Fort  Pulaski,  (which  is 
not  stated  in  your  indorsement,)  the  Bureau  approves  the  i)rices  recom- 
mended by  you,  and  authorizes  the  sale  accordingly."  When  you  made 
that  indorsement  had  you  any  knowledge  whether  there  had  been  any 
advertisement  in  relation  to  these  ordnance  stores  or  not? — A.  I  had 
not.    I  do  not  remember  having  that  information. 

Q.  Consequently  it  was  not  within  your  knowledge  whether  they  had 
or  bad  not  been  advertised  in  part  by  sample  or  in  gross,  or  in  any 
way? — A.  They  might  have  been  advertised,  but  I  do  not  acknowledge 
there  that  I  knew  it. 

A.  You  did  not  know  it  as  a  matter  of  fact? — A.  As  far  as  I  remem- 
ber, I  did  not  know  it. 

The  Chair^ian.  With  that  simple  answer  I  i  hink  the  whole  matter 
explains  itself. 

By  Mr.  Caepentee  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  have  stated  already  that  the  construction 
which  was  understood  in  the  Department  at  all  events,  and  the  practice 
of  the  Department,  was,  that  after  a  sample  of  each  kind  of  ordnance 
stores  had  been  advertised  at  public  sale,  then  not  only  the  amount 
advertised,  but  all  others  of  the  same  kind,  could  be  sold  at  private  sale. 
Was  that  the  practice  of  the  Department,  as  you  understood  f — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Now,  when  this  paper  came  to  you,  which  you  indorsed  and  re- 
turned to  Crispin,  as  I  understand,  you  did  not  know  whether  those 
stores  had  been  advertised  either  in  gross,  or  by  sample,  or  in  any  way 
whatever? — A.  I  do  not  remember  anything  of  the  sort. 

Q.  I  infer  that  from  the  indorsement,  which  says  so.  Now,  when  you 
returned  this  to  him,  calling  his  attention  to  the  law,  which  this  does  not 
pretend  to  construe  in  any  way  whatever,  and  when  he  answered  back  as 
to  the  advertisement  of  these  stores  which  had  been  made,  and  the  cir- 
cumstances attending  it,  did  that,  in  your  opinion,  bring  the  case  exactly 
within  what  you  understood  in  the  Department  to  be  the  construction 
of  that  act! — A.  Exactly,  because  he  states  here,  "This  special  lot  of 
material  at  Fort  Pulaski  has  not  been  advertised,  but  similar  stores 
haveiwently  been  advertised  and  sold,  and  sold  without  advertising  in 
different  localities  in  the  United  States.  Also  the  same  kind  of  material 
has  been  duly  advertised  at  forts  at  Mobile,  Pensacola,  and  other 
southern  points." 

Q.  Therefore  the  communication  of  Crispin  back  to  you  gave  you 
precisely  the  information  you  called  for  in  your  indorsement? — A.  It 
J*eemed  to. 

Q.  And  brought  the  case  within  what  was  understood  in  the  Depart- 
ment to  be  the  construction  of  that  act  f — A.  His  indorsement  covers 
the  construction  as  understood  in  the  Department. 

Q.  Brought  it  within  the  construction  f — A.  Certainly. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 
Q.  Where  is  General  Schofield  now  f — A.  I  believe  he  is  in  California. 
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By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Manj'  of  us  hav^e  been  seriously  alarmed  by  the  assertion  put 
forth  recently  that  our  Government  had  been  disarmed  and  in  a  help- 
less condition  in  consequence  of  the  sale  by  your  Department  of  the 
arms  of  the  Government.  I  wish  to  know  if  you  are  aware  that  any 
such  assertion  as  that  has  been  put  forth  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  action  has  your  Department  taken  in  consequence  of  thati 
— A.  I  do  not  know  that  we  have  taken  any  action.  We  did  not  con- 
sider that  any  action  was  necessary. 

Q.  You  have  not  recommended  to  the  authority  above  you  that  yon 
have  the  means  or  the  power  to  supply  the  country  with  arms! — A.  Not 
in  respect  to  small-arms,  because,  I  think,  we  have  a  good  many  on 
hand. 

Q.  Then,  as  a  military  man  and  the  second  officer  in  the  Ordnance 
Bureau,  you  were  not  very  much  embarrassed  b3^  that  assertion  ;  that  is, 
you  do  not  think  there  is  the  danger  existing  to  the  country  that  many 
of  us  have  been  led  to  believe  did  exist? — A.  i^ot  by  any  means.  Oar 
fears,  I  think,  might  bo  directed  in  another  point  of  view. 

Q.  How  many  breech-loaders  have  you  nowf — A.  The  last  list  that 
has  been  made  up  within  the  last  week  or  two  would  giv'e  it.  There 
are  about  100,000  breech-loaders  on  hand  of  different  kinds. 

Q.  Have  you  the  official  report  before  you? — A.  Yes,  sir;  lam  speak 
ing  from  the  record. 

Q.  General  Dyer  stated  the  other  day  the  number  of  arms  that  can 
be  turned  oat  monthly  by  the  factories  in  this  country-,  public  and  pri- 
vate. How  many  breech  loaders,  in  your  opinion,  can  be  turned  out 
monthl^^? — A.  I  should  suppose  there  would  be  very  little  difficulty  at 
the  end  of  tliirty  days  in  turning  out  100,000  breech-loaders  a  montb, 
and  I  should  think  there  ought  not  to  be  any  fears  entertained  by  Con- 
gress in  regard  to  our  being  able  to  arm  the  troops  from  the  fact  that 
the  troops  have  to  be  got  together  before  they  want  their  arms,  and  that 
takes  time,  as  I  believe  all  officers  who  have  been  in  the  field  can  testify. 

Q.  How  many  muzzle-loaders  have  we  ? — A.  The  muzzle-loaders  that 
w^e  had  on  hand  when  this  report  in  my  hand  was  made  out,  within  the 
last  two  or  three  weeks,  since  the  arms  discussion  has  come  up,  were 
355,378  new  Springfields,  caliber  .uS. 

Q.  Then  at  the  present  time  we  can  put  into  the  field  and  arm  455,000 
men,  in  round  numbers,  355,000  of  them  being  armed  with  muzzle-load- 
ers and  100,000  armed  with  breech-loaders? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  at  the  expiration  of  a  month  we  could  put  in  100,000  more 
men,  to  be  armed  with  breech-loaders? — A.  Yes,  sir.  At  the  end  of 
thirty  days  they  could  be  turning  out  at  the  rate  of  100,000  a  month, 
and  there  is  one  factory  in  the  country  that  is  prepared  now  to  turn 
out  1,500  guns  a  day  ;  that  is  the  Kemington  factory.  So  I  have  been 
informed.  At  the  present  time,  probably  in  the  first  month,  they  couUl 
not  turn  out  that  much ;  but  they  might  be  able  to  turn  out  several 
hundred  a  day.  I  do  not  know  how  many,  but  at  the  end  of  thirty 
days  they  would  be  able  to  turn  out  1,500  a  day.  I  was  so  informed 
by  one  of  the  firm  of  Remingtons  yesterday. 

By  Mr.  ScHUEZ : 

Q.  Who? — A.  Mr.  Squire.  I  happened  to  meet  him  in  the  House 
committee-room. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  How  many  could  be  turned  out  the  first  month  ? — A.  I  think  he 
stated  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  turning  out  500  a  day.    Then 
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there  is  the  Springfield  armory,  the  Colt  factory,  the  Providence  Com- 
pany, the  Winchester  Company,  and  other  factories  that  are  prepared 
to  make  breech-loading  arms.  So  that  I  do  not  think  there  would  be 
any  diflBcnlty. 

B3'  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  How  many  can  the  Spriuglield  armory  turn  out  a  day  now? — 
A.  1  presume  200  or  300  a  da3'.  I  am  not  jiositive.  I  think  in  the 
course  of  thirty  days  they  could  turn  out  a  good  many  hundred  a  day. 

Bv  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Suppose  you  make  it  100  a  day.  That  would  be  3,000  a  month,  so 
that  at  the  present  time  we  could  put  into  the  field  an  army  of  455,000 
men,  100,000  of  whom  would  have  breech-loaders,  and  at  the  expira- 
tion of  a  month.  Remington  turning  out  500  a  day,  as  I  understood  you 
he  could,  we  should  have  an  increase  of  15,000  more  men  armed  with 
breech-loaders.  So  that  at  the  end  of  a  month  we  should  have  an  army 
of  470,000  men,  355,000  of  wlioux  would  be  armed  with  muzzle-loaders, 
;uul  the  others  with  breech-loaders,  and  every  month  afterward  we 
<'»)nld  have  100,000  more  ? — A.  I  should  think  so. 

(^  That  is,  at  the  expiration  of  two  months  from  date,  we  could  in- 
crease our  470,000  to  570,000  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  muskets  were  taken  home  with  tliem  by  the  Union  sol- 
diers that  were  in  the  late  rebellion? — A.  That  1  do  not  know.  A  great 
many,  however. 

By  Mr.  Caupenter  : 

Q.  Flave  you  any  means  of  ascertaining  the  amount  ? — A.  I  am  not 
sure  that  we  would  be  able  to  do  it.  I  can  inquire  and  see  if  we  have 
the  information  in  the  Bureau. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  What  kind  of  arms  were  they  mostly  that  were  taken  home? — A. 
That  1  do  not  know,  but  I  think  they  were  of  all  kinds,  the  arms  that 
hnpi)ened  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  soldier  at  the  time. 

By  Mr.  A3IES: 

Q.  I  suppose  it  is  believed  in  military  circles  that  those  men  who 
fought  for  us  ten  years  ago  would  light  for  us  to  day? — A.  Very  likely. 

Q.  And  is  it  your  opinion,  as  a  military  man,  that  General  Grant,  as 
President  of  the  United  States,  at  the  head  of  an  army  to-day  of  455,000 
men,  armed  as  I  have  suggested,  355,000  with  muzzle-loaders  and 
100,000  with  breech-loaders,  would  be  able  to  resist  any  force  that  would 
be  likely  to  rise  up  against  the  Government  within  thirty  days? — A.  I 
should  think  so,  or  any  that  could  cross  the  seas  within  sixty  days, 
e8i)ecially  as  the  bulk  of  the  Army  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion  was 
Jirmed  with  these  muzzle-loading  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .58. 

Q.  In  consequence  of  these  large  numbers,  military  people  are  dis- 
posed to  think  the  country  is  somewhat  safe? — A.  1  should  think  it  w^as 
safe. 

Q.  How  many  breech-loading  small-arms — I  refer  of  course  to  the 
muskets — are  there  on  this  continent  not  in  possession  of  the  United 
States,  and  not  likely  to  get  into  the  possession  of  the  United  States  in 
case  of  a  war  of  this  kind ! — ^A,  I  do  not  know;  I  have  no  idea ;  and  1 
presume  there  is  no  way  of  estimating. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  large  numbers? — A.  I  know  Mr.  Squire  told 
me  yesterday  that  he  would  like  to. sell  20,000  breech-loaders  they  had 
on  hand. 
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By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 
Q.  What  kind? — A.  I  suppose  Remiugtou  breech-loaders,  of  their  own 
manufacture. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Where  are  they  ? — A.  At  Uion,  Xew  York. 

Q.  But  if  the  Government  was  vigorous  it  would  be  likely  to  prevent 
those  arms  going  into  the  hand  of  an  enemy  ! — A.  Of  course. 

Q.  Are  there  any  muzzle-loaders  in  the  United  States  in  large  quan- 
tities f — A.  1  am  not  aware.  There  may  be  some  in  the  hands  of  private 
parties.  Dealing  in  muskets  is  like  dealing  in  wheat  or  corn,  a  regular 
business,  and  there  may  be  quantities  on  hand. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  were  or  are  many  in  Canada  or 
Mexico  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Suppose  there  were,  what  is  the  opinion  of  military  men  with 
reference  to  the  men  who  wouUl  constitute  this  army  that  is  going  to 
endanger  the  existence  of  our  Government,  against  an  army,  armed, 
as  I  have  stated,  with  General  Grant  at  their  head  f — A.  I  reckon  those 
who  come  here  would  be  very  thankful  to  have  as  good  guns  as  the 
muzzle-loading  Springfield  musket.  I  do  not  think  any  of  those  on 
our  borders  are  armed  any  better  than  we  are;  and  as  for  those  who  live 
across  the  seas,  this  country  has  supplied  them ;  that  is,  private  manu- 
facturers in  this  country  have  supplied  Europe  with  the  best  breech- 
loading  arms  they  have. 

Q.  You  do  not  think  there  is  any  danger  from  Mexico  or  the  Indians  ? — 
A.  I  should  not  think  so. 

Q.  And  none  at  present  from  Canada,  I  suppose? — A.  I  do  not  know 
but  that  we  might  be  able  to  buy  some  arms  from  Prussia,  because  I  saw 
a  letter  yesterday  from  some  party  in  the  Secretary's  office — ^he  showed 
it  to  me,  and  probably  it  will  be  referred  to  our  Bureau — in  which  some- 
body wanted  to  sell  to  the  United  States  Government  two  hundred  and 
fifty  odd  thousand  arms — I  could  not  give  you  details  of  names,  but  at 
any  rate  small-arms — at  so  much  apiece;  and  that  they  were  at  these 
different  places,  and  gave  the  names  of  the  different  places  in  Prussia 
or  in  Germany  w^here  these  arms  were  to  be  had;  a  certain  number  at 
this  place,  a  certain  number  at  that,  quite  a  long  list  covering  a  page. 

Q.  Do  you  suppose  there  are  men  enough  in  Canada  to  overthrow  our 
Government  just  now,  or  whip  us  in[a  fair  fight,  with  the  number  of  arms 
we  now  have  in  our  possession? — A,  I  should  judge  not.  I  think  Gen- 
eral Sherman  would  be  able  to  keep  them  out,  and  as  for  General  Sher- 
idan, I  think  he  would  have  no  objection  to  taking  the  arms  we  have 
and  going  to  Mexico  on  a  little  fight  in  that  direction. 

Q.  Then  there  would  be  no  great  danger? — A.  1  think  none  whatever. 
I  do  not  think  General  Grant  has  the  slightest  apprehension  but  what  we 
should  be  able  to  arm  an  army  just  as  fast  as  it  could  be  raised  in  order 
to  put  down  another  rebellion  or  to  resist  invasion. 

Q.Do  you  know  anything  about  the  transportation  of  troops  by 
water  ? — A.  1  know  nothing  about  that.  That  belongs  to  the  Quartermas- 
ter's Department. 

Q.  I  happened  to  be  on  an  expedition  during  the  war  where  we  had 
7,500  men  transported  by  water,  and  it  took  in  all  32  transports  such  as 
we  had,  large  and  small,  many  of  them  small,  the  best  we  could  get  in 
northern  waters,  and  of  course  it  would  require  a  very  large  fleet  to 
bring  a  large  army  across  from  Europe  or  Asia,  I  suppose! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  presume  you  are  aware,  as  a  military  man,  that  the  Straits  of 
Dover  are  the  main  protection  England  has  from  invasion? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Do  j'ou  think  there  is  any  very  great  danger  of  a  large  army  com- 
ing here  from  Europe  and  endangering  the  existence  of  our  nation  f — 
A.  I  hardly  think  there  is,  in  the  shape  of  an  army.  They  might  make 
an  attack  with  their  ironclads,  and  perhaps  there  we  might  feel  that 
we  were  in  some  little  danger. 

Q.  Give  me  your  views  as  to  onr  coast  defenses  f — A.  As  regards  that, 
if  there  are  any  fears  entertained  at  all  by  military  men  and  those  who 
have  examined  into  the  subject,  it  would  be  from  the  fact  that  we  have 
not  our  forts  on  our  sea* coast  properly  armed. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  is  the  deficiency  in  arming  there! — A.  We  can  make  mus- 
kets, but  we  cannot  make  cannon,  on  the  spur  of  the  moment,  and  the 
cannon  that  we  require  are  cannon  of  immense  ^ize  and  caliber ;  for 
instance,  cannon  weighing  50,000  pounds  each,  and  some  of  smaller 
size,  and  the  10-inch  is  considered  the  smallest  gun  we  can  put  in  a 
fortification  now,  except  for  special  purposes.  But  to  resist  iron-clads 
we  look  on  the  15-inch  as  about  the  smallest  gun ;  we  want  very  heavj- 
rifled  guns.  In  1867, 1  think,  a  board  of  distinguished  ordnance,  artil- 
lery, and  engineer  officers  decided  upon  the  armament  for  our  forts,  and 
recommended  that  something  like  2,000  guns  of  those  heavy  calibers  be 
famished. 

Q.  How  many  of  them  have  been  got  up  ? — A.  I  think  last  year  w^e 
were  able  to  purchase  about  twenty-two  or  twenty-three  from  the  appro- 
priation made  by  Congress,  but  in  1867  Secretary  Stanton  ordered  the 
discontinuance  of  all  purchases  of  heavy  cannon.  There  was  a  joint 
oooQmittee  on  ordnance  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  who 
were  investigating  the  subject,  and  about  that  time  he  ordered  the  dis- 
continuance. At  that  time  we  had  many  which  had  been  left  from  the 
war,  and  might  have  been  able  to  do  something  towards  arming  our 
fortifications. 

Q.  Then,  judging  from  the  appropriations  made  by  Congress,  Congress 
is  not  much  scared  f — A.  Not  much.  They  never  made  an  appropriation, 
andactnally  in  the  years  1868, 1869,  and  1870  in  the  appropriation  bills, 
where  they  did  appropriate  some  little  money  for  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment, this  proviso  was  inserted :  "  Provided,  That  no  money  appropriated 
by  this  act  shall  be  used  to  pay  for  any  new  cannon  or  small-arms." 
Therefore  we  were  not  able  to  purchase  anything,  and  up  to  this  time 
we  have  received  as  an  appropriation  from  Congress  I  think  only 
$200,000  in  order  to  arm  all  our  fortifications.  From  the  report  of  the 
board  to  which  I  have  referred,  it  would  take  about  two  thousand  heavy 
rifled  guns,  smooth-bore  guns,  and  heavy  mortars.  It  would  take,  I 
should  think,  at  the  lowest  calculation,  $10,000,000  to  effect  it.  It  would 
take  more  than  that  to  supply  the  guns  and  the  carriages.  If  we  went 
to  the  expense  of  supplying  the  large  rifled  guns  made  of  steel,  which 
are  now  used  almost  universally  in  Europe,  it  would  cost  a  great  many 
more  millions. 

By  the  Chaieman  : 

Q.  In  your  estimate  of  the  number  of  arms  do  you  take  into  account 
the  number  given  those  in  the  hands  of  troops  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  they  would  number  how  many  more  ! — A.  We  have  about 
thirty  thousand  in  the  hands  of  troops,  because  there  are  thirty  thousand 
soldiers.  There  are  always  a  few  more  in  the  hands  of  company  officers* 
besides. 

Q.  Can  you  give  me  an  approximate  estimate  of  the  number  of  arms 
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itt  the  bands  of  the  militia  of  the  various  States  I — A.  It  would  be  very 
difficult  to  do  that,  because  after  we  have  made  the  issue  to  the  militia 
that  subject  gets  out  of  our  control  and  we  know  nothing  further  about 
it.  During  the  last  few  years  some  of  the  States  themselves  have  sold 
a  good  many  of  their  arms. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  How  many  have  been  issued  to  the  States  since  the  close  of  the 
late  war? — A.  I  cannot  tell  now;  I  can  furnish  a  statement  from  our 
Bureau  without  any  difficulty. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Are  there  any  data  from  which  you  can  ascertain  the  present  num- 
ber of  the  organized  and  armed  militia  of  the  various  States! — A.  I  do 
not  think  we  could.  We  can  only  tell  what  arms  we  have  issued  within 
a  certain  period. 

Q.  Is  it  or  is  it  not  safe  to  say  that  there  are  one  hundred  thousand 
or  more  ? — A.  I  would  not  like  to  express  an  opinion ;  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  Please  furnish  the  committee  with  a  statement  offi- 
cially of  the  number  of  arms  in  the  arsenals,  and  of  what  kind,  and  in 
the  hands  of  troops  at  the  jiresent  time. 

The  Witness.  I  will,  from  the  last  return. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  And  also  a  statement  of  how  many  arms  have  been 
issued  to  the  States  since  the  close  of  the  wgi,r. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  have  any' information  as  to  the  probable  num- 
ber of  arms  in  the  hands  of  local  militia,  furnish  it  also. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  My  object  in  asking  the  questions  I  put  was  to  show  that  the  mili- 
tary men  of  the  nation  are  not  at  all  concerned,  so  far  as  the  safety  of 
the  country  is  at  stake,  with  reference  to  the  small-arms. — A.  Not  in 
the  slightest  degree. 

Q.  But  as  they  think  our  coast  defenses  are  deficient  and  Congress 
will  not  take  the  proper  action  in  that  direction? — A.  Congress  has 
not  taken  proper  action.  I  think  Congress  ought  to  make  a  permanent 
appropriation  of  at  least  81,000,000  annually,  to  be  expended  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  in  experimenting  and  in  purchasing  heavy  ordnance 
and  carriages  for  the  armament  of  our  forts ;  at  least  that. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  You  give  it  as  your  professional  opinion,  as  a  military  man,  that 
the  supply  of  small-arms  in  this  country  at  the  present  moment  is  suffi- 
cient for  all  emergencies  ? — A.  For  any  emergency  that  may  arise.  I 
think  so,  emphatically. 

Q.  You  consider  General  Dyer  as  a  man  experienced  in  such  things,  do 
you  not? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  aware  that  General  Dyer,  in  one  of  his  official  reports, 
expresses  the  opinion  that  there  ought  to  be  a  million  breech-loaders 
now  in  the  arsenals  of  the  United  States  to  provide  against  emergen- 
cies?— A.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  expresses  that  as  his  opinion,  or 
simply  says  it  is  generally  supposed  that  such  should  be  the  case.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  means  breech-loaders  or  merely  a  million  of  arms. 

Q.  He  says  that  there  ought  to  be  a  million  breech-loaders  in  the  arse- 
nals of  the  United  States,  to  provide  against  emergencies  such  as  we 
had  to  encounter  ten  years  ago.    Yon  would  not  put  your  professional 
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opinion  above  that  of  General  Dyer,  I  suppose  f — A.  General  Dyer  does 
not  make  that  statement. 

Q.  1  beg  your  pardon. — A.  In  his  report  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1871 — that  is,  the  report  of  October  24, 1871 — ^his  last  report, 
which,  1  presume,  is  what  is  referred  to,  he  states  that  there  are  less 
than  10,000  breech-loading  muskets  in  arsenals  for  issue.  It  should  be 
taken  in  connection  with  what  he  has  previously  stated.  At  any  rate, 
it  was  a  remark  there  by  itself.  He  did  not  mean  what  it  conveys,  be- 
cause we  had  more  than  10,000  breech-loading  muskets.  He  was  re- 
ferring to  the  model  of  1868,  that  we  had  last  adopted,  and  he  did  not 
mean  to  say  there  were  only  10,000  breech-loading  muskets  in  the 
arsenals. 

Q.  Wiiat  did  he  mean  f — A.  He  meant  of  that  particular  model,  the 
model  of  1868,  as  he  is  referring  them  to  the  board  of  General  Sclio- 
lield,  &c. 

Q.  Can  you  imagine  a  reason  why,  if  he  meant  that,  he  did  not  say 
so!— A.  I  do  not.  Sometimes  people  make  errors  in  composition,  and 
sometimes  they  do  not  express  themselves  as  clearly  as  they  should.  1 
think  that  is  something  which  may  occur  to  almost  anybody. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  have  that  number  of  the  issue  of  1868  on  hand  ? — A.  Yes,  and . 
I  think  that  is  what  he  was  referring  to. 

Q.  And  you  have  also  additional  breech-loaders  of  difterent  patterns, 
which  make  up  the  number  you  have  given  ? — ^A.  Certainly. 

Bv  Mr.  SCHUBZ : 

Q.  He  stated  there  that  he  had  only  10,000  breech-loaders,  meaning 
the  model  of  1808  ? — A.  Y^'es,  sir ;  the  last  manufacture. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Read  that  sentence  again. — A.  He  says:  "Kow  there  are  less 
than  10,000  breech-loading  muskets  in  the  arsenals  for  issue." 

Q.  What  does  that  mean,  "  for  issue  ?"  Does  not  that  mean  to  be 
issued  to  the  militia f — A.  No  sir;  he  has  been  talking  prior  to  that  of 
the  board  of  which  General  Schotield  was  president,  in  Saint  Louis.  They 
recommended  certain  kinds  of  arms.  I  know  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  re- 
commended that  a  thousand  of  those  arms  and  300  carbines  of  each 
kind  should  be  sent  into  the  field  for  trial,  and  when  the  reports  had 
been  received,  another  board  should  be  called  together,  in  order  to  deter- 
mine which  of  those  arms  should  be  adopted  for  the  military  service. 
^Vheu  that  was  adopted,  then,  o(  course,  the  Springfield  armory  could 
be  set  to  work  to  make  arms  for  the  couutr3\  Therefore  he  says :  "  It 
is  highly  important  that  this  board,"  that  is,  the  board  which  is  to  decide 
finally,  *'  shall  act  as  soon  as  possible  upon  the  subject,  and  that  a 
breech-loading  system  shall  be  adopted  as  soon  as  possible,  and  adhered 
to,  until  a  large  number  of  breech-loaders  can  bo  made  for  the  Govern- 
ment. Now  there  are  less  than  10,000  breech-loading  muskets  in  the 
arsenals  for  issue.*'  He  does  not  really  convey  the  information  that  he 
intended.  He  was  referring  to  that  last  50,000  he  had  made  of  the 
model  of  1808. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  The  figures  show  that  there  were  more  than  that? — A.  There 
were  more,  because  I  have  given  the  records  to  show  there  were  more, 
^ow,  in  regard  to  the  other  point  Senator  Schurz  makes,  in  regard  to 
the  one  million,  General  Dyer  does  not  state  that  here;  he  merely 
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states :  "  This  Department  should,  as  soon  as  x^ossible,  be  placed  in  a 
condition  to  till  all  proper  requisitions  by  the  States  upon  it,  and  should 
also  have  on  hand,  in  store,  a  large  number  of  breech-loading]^  muskets 
and  carbines,  to  meet  any  emergency  that  may  arise.  Ten  years  ago  the 
country  felt  that  not  less  than  a  million  of  muskets  should  be  kept  in 
store  in  the  arsenals.  We  are  making  very  few  arms  at  present,  and 
for  the  reason  that  no  breech-loading  arm  has  yet  been  adopted  for  our 
military  service." 

I  do  not  think  he  expressed  the  opinion  that  a  million  of  arms  were 
needed,  but  says  the  country  felt  so  ten  years  ago.  I  think  ten  years 
ago  they  may  have  felt  we  wanted  two  millions. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  You  say  there  are  about  100,000  breech-loading  muskets  in  the 
hands  of  the  War  Department  and  Army  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  kind  of  breech-loaders  are  they  f — A.  I  think  the  Secretary 
of  War  has  given  that  very  list  in  his  testimony.  There  are  Springfield, 
Allyn's  alteration,  caliber  ,58,  2,202. 

Q.  That  is  the  pattern  of  1866! — A.  Yes,  sir;  then  Springfield  cadet 
rifles,  models  1866  and  1869,  1,888. 

Q.  What  caliber  is  that? — A.  Caliber  .50;  then  Springfield  model, 
1866,  10,906;  Springfield  model,  1868,  12,766  j  Springfield  model,  1870, 
which  is  rather  an  improvement  upon  the  model  of  1868,  6,076 ;  Sharp's 
breech-loading  carbines,  caliber  .52, 20,821;  Spencer's  breech-loading  car- 
bine, the  same  caliber  also,  I  think,  5,280 ;  other  breech-loading  carbines, 
46,619.    Then  we  have  Colt's  and  Eemington  pistols,  15,960. 

Q.  From  this  report,  it  appears  that  the  number  of  breech-loading 
arms  is  small,  and  that  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  100,000  consist  of 
breech-loading  carbines  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  among  those  breech-loadingmuskets  there  are  a  good  many  of 
just  the  same  kind  that  were,  in  1870,  sold  to  Thomas  Eichardson,  and 
they  are  now  counted  amofag  the  number  of  breech-loading  arms  we 
relv  upon  in  an  emergency  ? 

Mr.  Ames.  That  is,  of  130,000, 10,000  are  of  the  model  of  1866  f 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Y"ou  say  we  have  now  about  30,000  soldiers,  all  armed! — A.  Y^'es. 
sir ;  that  is  the  strength  of  the  Army. 

Q.  Now,  as  a  military  question,  could  we  not,  from  what  we  have  on 
hand,  and  from  what  could  be  turned  out,  as  you  have  already  described, 
arm  an  army,  to  be  raised  from  this  day  probably,  as  fast  as  the  men 
could  be  got  together  and  put  into  the  field! — A.  I  have  not  the  least 
doubt  of  it. 

Q.  And  would  they  not  be  as  well  armed  from  the  start  as  the  average 
arming  of  our  troops  during  the  late  war  ! — A.  Better. 

By.  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  AVould  you  arm  infantry  in  the  ranks  with  carbines! — A.  In  an 
emergency.  1  think  they  could  kill  a  man  just  as  well  with  a  carbine 
as  a  musket. 

Q.  Would  that  be  a  regular  infantry  arm  ! — A.  It  would  not  be. 

Q.  W^hat  would  you  arm  cavalry  with,  if  you  put  carbines  into  the 
hands  of  infantry  ! — A.  Arm  cavalry  with  carbines ;  sometimes  they  are 
armed,  I  believe,  with  simply  revolvers  and  sabers. 

Q.  Would  you  have  the  same  arm  for  infantry  and  cavalry  at  the 
same  time! — A.  That  is  merely  for  an  emergency. 
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Q.  Now,  ill  case  an  emergency  shonid  arise  such  as  General  Dyer 
referred  to  when  he  says  we  ought  to  keep  a  million  of  arms  in  the 
arsenals A.  Does  he  say  so  f 

Q.  1  think  so.  He  says,  "Ten  years  ago  the  country  felt  that  not 
less  than  a  million  muskets  should  be  kept  in  store." — A.  I  do  not  think 
that  General  Dyer,. although  my  superior,  is  "the  country."  Ten  years 
ago  the  Springfield  armory  could  turn  out  from  ten  to  twelve  thousand 
muskets  a  year ;  at  the  close  of  the  war  General  Dyer,  who  was  then  in 
command  of  the  armory,  was  turning  out  1,000  muskets  a  day. 

Mr.  ScnuRZ.  From  your  own  statement  it  appears,  then,  that  in  order 
to  arm  an  army  of  five  to  six  hundred  thousand  men,  infantr3^,  with 
breech-loading  muskets,  it  would  take  about  four  or  five  or  six  months? 

Mr.  Ames.  In  the  mean  time  we  should  have  over  half  a  million 
armed  with  muzzle-loaders. 

The  Witness.  The  best  arm  we  had  through  the  rebellion ;  a  great 
<leal  better  arm  than  the  Austrian  muskets. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Ten  years  ago,  when  the  rebellion  broke  out,  there  were  no 
breech-loaders  in  the  hands  of  any  troops  in  the  world,  except  some  in 
the  European  armies ;  but  now  it  is  very  dilierent.  Now  there  is  no 
army  that  is  not  armed  with  breech-loaders  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  ami  the 
best  they  have  they  got  from  the  United  States. 

Q.  Would  it  not  be  just  as  well  to  have  kept  here  the  best  they  have 
there  now  ? — A.  That  is  true ;  but  we  can  make  better  than  those  we 
have  sold,  probably. 

Q.  Inasmuch  as  the  armies  of  the  world  are  armed  now  with  breech- 
loaders, it  would  be  necessary  to  arm  our  armies  with  breech-loaders, 
now,  because  it  is  well  known  that  muzzle-loaders  will  not  do  ? — A.  May 
I  ask  the  Senator  a  question  I  How  large  an  army  would  he  expect  to 
invade  the  shores  of  the  United  States  from  Europe,  who  are  armed 
with  these  breech-loaders  ! 

Q.  I  do  not  think  we  expect  anything  at  the  present  moment. — A. 
That  is  giving  up  the  entire  question  as  to  whether  we  are  defenceless. 
W©  might  argue  that  question  from  now  to  doomsday,  and  it  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  subject  here. 

Q.  The  question  is,  what  we  would  do  in  unexpected  emergencies  ? — 
A.  I  should  call  them  impossible  emergencies. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  where  the  arms  you  are  going  to  fight  against 
are  to  come  from,  or  the  men  either  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  I  suggest  that  we  elicit  the  evidence,  and  then  let 
the  evidence  be  matter  of  (liscussiou. 


Exhibit  No.  10. 

W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Dep., 

12.45,  Jan.  21,  1871. 

[By  telegraph  from  Now  York,  21, 1871.] 

To  Colonel  Crispin,  or  A.  B.  Dyer  : 

At  what  figure  can  we  have  thirty-six  tliousaud  (36,000)  new  Enfields, 
depositiug  margin  immediately  f 
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How  soon  can  you  deliver  fifty  thousand  three-inch  Parrott  sbell, 
with  timefuse f 

STARR  &  FRAZIER. 

Answer  immediately. 
31  paid.    Dr.  Co. 


W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Dep., 

12.49,  Januai^  21, 1871. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  21, 1871.] 

To  Colonel  Silas  Crispin,  or  General  A.  B.  Dyer  : 

Can  I  have  seven  or  eight  thousand  Eufields,  second  cla«s,  unser- 
viceable, and  at  what  figures  f 

W.  S.  STARR. 
Answer. 


441  and  442.]  Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  January  21  j  1871. 

Messrs.  Starr  &  Frazier,  New  York  : 

Can  offer  no  new  Enfields  before  noon  Monday,  as  they  may  have 
been  sold.  Make  offer  for  Parrott  three-inch  projectiles,  stating  when 
they  must  be  delivered.    Make  offer  for  unserviceable  Eufields. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


New  York,  January  23, 1871. 

Dear  Sm :  I  offer  for  8,000  unserviceable  Enfields  at  $4  each.    An 
early  reply  will  oblige, 
Yours, 

W.  S.  STARR. 
Colonel  Crispin. 

[  Indoreom  en  ts.  ] 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

New  YorJc,  Januni-y  26,  1871. 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

This  offer  was  made  just  prior  to  the  receipt  of  your  instructions  to 
discontinue  sales,  and  was  accepted,  as  far  as  this  office  was  concerned, 
by  its  decision  to  recommend  to  the  Department  that  the  sale  be  made. 
No  action,  however,  was  taken,  in  consequence  of  the  suspension.  This 
may  be  regarded  as  an  inchoative  sale,  and  its  consummation  is  recom- 
mended. 

A  telegraphic  replv,  on  receipt,  is  respectfullv  requested. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  U,  S.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 

Ordnance  Office, 

January  30,  1871. 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  New  York  agency.  It  is  thought  that 
the  order  of  the  President  stopping  sales  of  arms,  &c.,  applies  to  this 
offer. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance  J  United  States  Army, 


SALE  OF  ARMS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT.       159 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

New  Yorkj  February  4, 1871, 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  with  the  remark  that 
it  is  deemed  proper  to  snbmit  the  following  remarks  regarding  this  sale, 
inchoative  at  the  date  of  suspension  of  sales ;  also,  in  explanation  of  the 
iDdorsement  of  this  office. 

The  fixing  of  a  limit,  so  far  as  this  office  was  concerned,  and  the 
written  application  of  Starr,  in  conformity  with  the  price  asked,  were 
matters  of  fact  prior  to  the  telegraphic  instructions  to  discontinue  sales; 
and  as  under  ordinary'  circumstances  the  probabilities,  strengthened 
by  precedent,  woidd  have  been  fair  in  favor  of  consummation,  provided 
the  prices  were  ample,  as  in  this  case  it  seemed  as  dealers  were 
evidently  unprepared  for  the  suspension,  and  hence  might  be  liable  to 
embarrassments  from  engagements,  (depending  on  an  award  from  the 
United  States,)  that  it  would  be  reasonable  and  fair  to  permit  the  con- 
sammation  of  whatever  sales  were  pending  at  the  date  of  discon- 
tinuance.   This  office  accordingly  recommends  consummation. 

The  ammunition  sold  to  C.  K.  Garrison,  under  telegraphic  instruc- 
tions of  the  25tli  ultimo,  is,  it  is  believed,  a  x)arallel  case.  In  this  con- 
nection it  is  deemed  proper  to  refer  to  the  question  of  price  recommended 
by  this  office. 

The  cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields  were  sold  at  $5  30  per  arm.  These 
arms  were  sent  from  New  York  to  Springfield  armory,  being  cleaned  and 
repaired,  boxed  and  returned,  and  delivered  at  the  above  figures. 

The  cost  of  cleaning,  from  the  records  here,  is  one  dollar,  and  the  cost 
of  reboxing,  handling,  and  transporting  between  20  and  25  cents  per 
arm,  leaving  as  a  net  figure  for  the  arms  unserviceable  about  f  4  each. 

As  arms  in  condition  (time  being  an  essential  element  in  the  case  of 
present  sales)  have  a  relative  higher  value  to  unserviceable  ones,  $4,  in 
the  jndgment  of  this  office,  was  a  fair  price,  based  on  our  recent 
sales  of  cleaned  and  repaired,  at  $5  30,  and  it  was  accordingly  recom- 
mended, reference  being  had  in  arriving  at  this  determination  to  the 
fact  that  $5  30  was  the  Department's  views  of  the  cleaned  and  repaired, 
boxed  and  delivered  at  New  York. 

Tlie  unserviceable  Enfields  are  now  at  New  York. 

If,  on  revision,  the  award  can  be  made,  i)lease  telegrajih  instructions. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U.  S.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 

Ordnance  Office, 

February  6, 1871. 

llespectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War  for  his  instructions. 
If  the  sale  of  this  lot  of  arms  is  not  prohibited  by  the  order  of  the 
President  stopping  the  sale  of  arms,  I  recommend  that  the  consumma- 
tion of  the  sale  be  authorized. 

A.  B.  DYEli, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Api  roved : 

WM.  W.  BELKNAP, 

Secretary  of  War, 


1 
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W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

2.10,  January  28,  187L 

By  telegraph  from  New  York,  to  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  De- 
partment : 

Has  my  proposition  for  Enflelds  been  accepted  !    Answer. 

W.  S.  STARR. 


W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

11.55,  January  30,  1871. 

By  telegraph  from  New  York,  30, 1871,  to  General  A.  B.  Dyer: 

Can  I  get  the  eight  thousand  Enfields? 

W.  S.  STARR. 
Corner  of  Dey  and  Church. 


New  York,  January  31, 1871. 

Dear  Sir  :  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  communication  of  this  date.  In 
my  usual  transactions  with  your  office,  and  from  your  acceptance  ot 
my  offer,  I  made  my  contracts  for  delivery.  You  place  me  in  a  ver)* 
embarrassing  position.  Will  you  please  have  the  matter  settled  imme- 
diately, as  I  have  to  deliver  by  the  10th  February,  and  it  will  make  my 
time  very  short  to  get  them  ready. 
'Yours, 

W.  S.  STARR. 
Colonel  Crispin. 

f  Indorsements.] 

No.  694.  O.  B.  503.  Received  Ordnance  Office  Februarv  3, 1871.  W.S. 
Starr,  January  31,1871.  Relative  to  his  offer  for  8,000  Enfield  mus- 
kets, first-class,  unsalable. 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

Xew  YorJcy  January  31,  1871. 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  for  the  information  of 
the  Department. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  U.  S.  A»j  Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  February  6, 1871. 

Commanding  Officer  New  I^ork  Agency, 

Houston  and  Greene,  New  YorJc : 

Consummate  sale  of  unserviceable  Enfields  to  Starr. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 
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Exhibit  No.  11. 

■ 

New  York,  February  23, 1871, 
Dear  Sir  :  We  offer  to  parcbase  40,000  pounds  remelted  lead  from 
the  Frankford  arsenal,  Philadelphia,  at  the  price  of  $5  85,  goldj  per  100 
pounds,  by  an  allowance  of  15  cents  currency  per  100  pounds,  as  usual. 
Tours,  very  respectfully, 

BEHR  STEINER. 
Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

U.  8.  Bureau  of  Ordnance. 

[iDdOTsement.] 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

New  York  J  February  23, 1871. 

Bespectfnlly  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  with  the  request  to  be 
informed  if  lead  can  be  sold. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  U.  8.  J..,  Major  of  Ordnance. 

March  3. 
Colonel  Crispin  told  that  restriction  on  sale  of  lead  is  removed. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtony  March  3,  1871. 

Sib  :  In  reply  to  your  indorsement  on  the  application  of  Behr  Steiner 
for  the  purchase  of  lead,  I  have  to  state  that  the  Secretary  of  War  has 
withdrawn  the  restriction  of  the  President  forbidding  the  sale  of  ord- 
nance stores,  so  far  as  relates  to  sale  of  lead ;  you  are  therefore  author- 
ized to  consider  and  act  upon  applications  for  the  purchase  of  lead  under 
the  conditions  which  existed  prior  to  the  President's  order  forbidding 
sales. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant; 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
CoxtfANDiNG  Officer  Neto  York  Agency. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph, 
War  Department,  11.5— Aprii  17,  1871. 
To  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance : 

I  am  otfered  the  equivalent  of  six  thirty,  gold,  for  one  hundred  tons 
Lead  Company  lead.  Please  authorize  me,  by  telegraph,  to  accept  this 
offer. 

8.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  ColoTiel  U,  8.  A,  Major  of  Ordnance. 
25  paid.    D.  C. 

[Indorsement.] 

No.  1832,  April  17,  1871,  received  Ordnance  Office.  New  York 
Agency,  April  17, 1871,  Major  S.  Crispin :  ^'I  am  offered  the  equivalent 

11  S  A     ' 
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of  six  thirty,  gold,  for  one  liandred  tons  Lead  Company  lead.  Please 
aatborize  me  by  telegraph  to  accept  this  offer."  Ana.  17th  April.  Sale 
aathorized.^ 


Ko.  1832. 

Ordnat^ce  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  April  17, 1871. 

Commanding  Office  Ordnance  Agency, 

Comer  Houston  and  Greene^  New  TorJc : 

Telegram  received.    Sell  lead  at  six  thirty,  gold. 

8.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  in  charge. 


Exhibit  No.  12. 

New  York,  January  17, 1871. 

Colonel  :  We  wish  to  purchase  475  repairable  drivers'  saddles,  at 
Washington  arsenal,  at  established  price. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

HERMAN  BOKER  &  CO. 
Colonel  8.  Crispin, 

Major  of  Ordnance^  New  Yorh 

• 

[Indorsements.] 

No.  661.  O.  B.  487.  Received  Ordnance  .OflQce  January  17,  1871- 
Desires  to  purchase,  at  the  established  price,  475  repairable  drivers'  sad- 
dies,  at  the  Washington  arsenal. 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

New  York,  January  26^  1871. 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  with  the  recommend- 
atiou  that  the  unserviceable  drivers'  saddles  be  held  at  not  less  than 
$1  50  each.. 

8.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 

Sale  authorized  same  da^',  (28th  January.) 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  January  28,  1871. 

Sir:  You  are  uthorized  to  sell  the  repairable  drivers'  saddles,  at 
Washington  arsenal,  475,  more  or  less,  at  such  price  as  you  shall  deem 
to  be  sufficient. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance. 
Commanding  Officer, 

New  York  Agency. 
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Washington,  March  14, 1872. 
S.  Y.  Ben^t's  examinatioa  continaed. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Qaestion.  Have  you  an jthing  further  this  morDingf — Answer.  There 
was  some  information  called  for  yesterday,  which  I  have  here  to  submit. 
I  have  a  statement  made  up  from  the  books  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  up 
to  March  1, 1872,  being  a  memorandum  of  arms  issued  to  the  militia  since 
January  1, 1865,  and  other  items. 

Q.  Biead  it  in  full. — ^A. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  March  1, 1872. 
Memorandum  of  arms  issued  to  the  militia  since  January  1, 1865 : 

Springfield  breech-loading  muskets,  caliber  .50 16, 015 

Spencer's  breech-loading  carbines,  caliber  .50 1, 719 

Smith's  breech-loading  carbines,  caliber  .50 1, 000 

Spencer's^  breech-loading  rifles,  caliber  .50 30 

Henry's  fireech-loading  rifles,  caliber  .44 15 

Revolving  pistols ' 149 

Springfield  muzzle-loaders,  caliber.  58 36, 221 

Total 56,149 

The  number  of  serviceable  arms  now  on  hand  at  the  arsenals  is 
about  682,869,  and  made  up  of  breech-loaders. 

Muskets : 

■ 

Springfield  breech-loaders,  caliber  .68,  Allin's 2, 202 

Springfield  breech-loader,  caliber  .50,  model  1866 8, 269 

Springfield  breech-loader,  caliber  .50,  model  1868 39, 733 

Spencer's,  Sharp's,  and  other  breech-loaders 5, 156 

Spencer's,  Sharp's,  and  other  breech-loading  carbines 133, 596 

Springfield  muzzle-loaders,  caliber  .58 699, 134 

Enfields,  caliber  .58,  and  other  patterns 193, 536 

Colt's,  Bemington's,  and  other  pistols 69, 462 

Total 1, 151, 088 

In  hands  of  troops  in  the  field. 

Breech-loading  muskets: 

Bemington's,  caliber  .60 1, 000 

Sharp's,  caliber  .50 1, 000 

Springfields,  caliber  .50 19,019 

Ward-Burton's,  caliber  .50 600 

Breech-loading  carbines : 

Springfields,  caliber  .50 300 

Spencer's,  calibre  .50 4, 084 

Sharp's,  caliber  .50 » 5, 397 

Remington's,  caliber  .50 300 

Bevolvers,  caliber  .44 8, 031 

Total 39,731 
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Q.  Do  yoa  give  any  estimate  of  the  namber  of  the  arms  in  the  hands 
of  the  local  militia  t — ^A.  That  we  have  no  means  of  ascertaining.  The 
local  militia  makes  no  retnms  to  onr  office,  and  therefore  we  know  noth- 
ing about  it.  I  have  a  statement  here  also  that  has  been  called  for, 
showing  the  namber  and  description  of  arms  retained  by  enlisted  men 
nnder  General  Orders  ^o.  101,  Adjntant  General's  Office,  Oircnlar  No.  13, 
1865. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Those  were  the  arms  given  to  oar  soldiers  when  they  were  dis- 
charged t — A.  Yes,  sir;  retained  by -enlisted  men  at'  the  close  of  the 
war.  This  is  a  tabnlar  statement  giving  the  State  and  other  organi- 
zations, and  then  the  namber  of  maskets,  rifles,  carbines,  revolvers, 
swords,  and  sabers  in  detail,  and  then  appended  to  this  is  a  sammary 
of  the  statement,  viz : 

Summary  of  statement  of  arms  retained. 


Description. 

Namber. 

Bemarks. 

MusJcets. 

Springfield 

Enfield 

All  others 

96,238 

19,882 

557 

Total  namber  arms  retained,  158,244 
Total  sabers  and  swords,  14,619. 

Total 

116, 677 

Of  which  4,117  arms  and  241  sabers  and 
swords  were  retained  withoat  pay  by 
Hancock's  Corps. 

The  money  valne  of  the  arms  retained 
and  paid  for  is  (1,072,565.06. 

Rifles. 

Spencer 

Henry 

Shams 

2,844 
808 

3,454 
305 
629 

Colt 

All  others 

Total 

8,040 

Eevolvers 

Sabers 

20, 046 
13,645 

974 

Kon-commissi'n'd 
officers' swords. 

CarMnes. 

Spencer 

Shams 

8,289 

2,549 

392 

871 

1,380 

Bumside 

Maynard 

All  others 

t 

Total 

13,481 

• 
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This  paper  was  prepared  at  the  time  these  arms  were  retained  by  the 
troops  in  1865.  I  believe  it  is  substantially  correct.  It  is  made  from 
the  files  of  the  office. 

(The  paper  is  annexed  to  the  testimony,  marked  Exhibit  No.  13.) 

By  Mr.  ScHUBZ : 

Q.  In  one  of  General  Dyer's  letters  addressed  to  you,  the  letter  dated 
*<New  York,  December  12, 1870,"  in  which  General  Dyer  advises  the  sale 
of  the  breech-loading  Springfield  maskets  which  were  purchased  by 
Thomas  Bichardson,  the  following  sentences  occur:  ^'The  question  of 
exchange  is  more  especially  to  be  considered,  as  it  is  not  deemed  best 
to  materially  deplete  our  present  limited  supply  of  breech-loaders,  even 
of  inferior  models,  to  extent  below  the  present  quantity.  If  a  sale  is 
made  and  not  an  exchange,  the  moneys  will  of  course  go  into  the  public 
Treasury,  and  not  be  available  for  the  fabrication  or  purchase  of  arms." 
That  referred  to  a  proposition  to  make  an  exchange  with  Bemington  for 
Bemington  guns,  I  suppose,  did  it  nott — A.  All  I  know  of  it  is  what  is 
stated  in  ttiat  letter.  But  in  a  telegram,  which  comes  immediately  after, 
I  refer  to  "  exchange  with  B."  This  was  merely  an  inference  of  my  own 
that,  as  the  exchange  proposed  was  for  Bemington  arms,  it  must  be  with 
the  Bemington  Company.  I  desire,  however,  to  state  here  (which  it  was 
my  intention  to  do  if  my  attention  had  not  been  called  to  it  as  soon  as 
I  should  have  an  opportunity)  that  the  manner  in  which  this  is  printed 
appears  to  show  that  that  entire  letter,  written  to  me  from  New  York 
hy  General  Dyer  on  December  12, 1870,  as  printed  on  pages  109  and 
110,  was  approved  by  "William  W.  Belknap,  Secretary  of  War,''  on  De- 
cember 13, 1870.'  That  is  incorrect.  General  Belknap  did  not  appix>ve 
the  entire  letter,  but  only  a  portion  of  it.* 

Q.  Does  it  not  so  appear  from  your  telegraphic  dispatch  f — A.  It 
does  not  appear  so  from  its  face,  and  if  you  look  at  the  copy  from 
which  this  is  printed,  yon  will  find  that  General  Belknap,  the  Secretary 
of  War,  indorsed  on  the  face  of  it,  as  far  down  as  he  approved  the  let- 
ter, and  to  the  latter  portion  of  the  letter  he  said  "no.'' 

The  Chaibman.  That  is  a  mistake  of  the  printer,  then  t 

The  Witness.  It  is  not  according  to  the  copy  we  sent  here. 

Q.  Is  there  an  indorsement  on  the  paper  at  all  from  General  Belknap  f 
—A  No,  sir ;  everything  is  as  it  appears  here.  When  I  received  the 
letter,  I  went  up  to  the  Secretary  of  War  with  it  and  showed  it  to  him, 
and  after  some  conversation  with  him,  (which  I  do  not  remember,)  he 
said,  "Very  well  j"  he  would  approve  that  first  portion  of  it,  but  not  the 
latter ;  and  as  I  hesitated  and  stopped  there  for  a  moment,  <*  Well,"  said 
he,  "I  suppose  you  want  it  approved  !"  Then  he  wrote  "Approved"  on 
the  face  of  the  paper,  but  did  not  approve  the  latter  portion. 

Q.  General  Dyer,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  not  deemed  best  "  to  ma- 
terially deplete  our  present  limited  supply  of  breech-loaders,"  advised 
an  exchange  for  Bemington  guns,  and,  according  to  your  reply  to  Gen- 
eral Dyer,  the  exchange  was  not  approved  by  the  Secretary,  at  least  not 
then.  I  ask  you  whether  the  exchange  was  made  afterward  t— 'A.  Not 
to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  There  was  no  exchange  ma4et — A.  No,  sir;  as  far  as  I  am  aware, 
that  subject  was  never  brought  up  afterward. 

Q.  Then  it  would  appear  from  this  record  that  General  Dyer,  deeming 
it  not  best  "to  materially  deplete  our  present  limited  supply  of  breech- 
loaders, even  of  inferior  models,  to  extend  below  the  present  quantity,'^ 
advised  an  exchange,  and  the  exchange  was  not  made,  and  yet  "our 

*The  letter  is  now  printed  correctly  on  pp.  109  and  110  of  the  testimony. 
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present  limited  supply  of  breech  loaders  was  materially  depleted,  even 
of  inferior  models,  to  extend  below  the  present  quantity  ?" — A.  I  suppose 
any  one  Can  draw  his  own  inference  from  the  statement. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  had  no  conception  that  Beming- 
ton  &  Sons  or  Squire  were  agents  of  the  French  government  at  any  time 
up  to  the  13th  of  October,  1870!— A.  Not  the  remotest  suspicion  of  it. 
And,  as  I  stated  yesterday,  from  my  reading  of  that  telegram  I  did  not 
understand  that  he  was  the  agent  of  the  French  government  then.  I 
do  not  see  how  it  can  be  construed  in  that  way.  That  is  merely  uiy  own 
individual  opinion. 

Q.  You  never  saw  any  of  those  guns  delivered! — A.  No,  sir;  I  know 
nothing  about  it.    I  was  in  Washington  at  the  time. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  We  had  some  conversation  yesterday  about  the  consummation  of 
a  sale.  Here  is  a  letter  from  the  Ordnance  Department,  signed  by  Gen- 
eral Dyer,  to  Major  Crispin,  which  seems  to  throw  some  light  on  that 
subject : 

"I  have  to  inform  you  that  the  bid  of  Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  & 
Graham  for  2,500  Oallagher  and  2,500  Warner  carbines,  at  the  price  of 
$12  25  each,  and  400  rounds  of  ammunition  per  gun,  at  the  price  of 
$18  per  thousand,  has  been  accepted  and  the  award  made  to  them." 

And  a  few  lines  further  on  : 

^*They  have  accepted  the  award,  and,  if  the  margin  is  duly  put  up, 
you  will  consummate  the  sale,  and  have  the  arms  and  ammunition  ready 
for  delivery.'' 

From  this  it  would  appear  that  the  consummation  of  a  sale  is  considered 
to  take  place  after  the  margin  is  duly  put  up,  and  that  then,  in  conse- 
quence of  that  consummation  of  the  sale,  the  order  js  given  to  have  the 
arms  and  ammunition  ready  for  delivery  ! — A.  I  do  not  hold  that  opinion. 
That  is  not  my  view  of  the  case.  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  consumma- 
tion of  the  sale  until  the  money  is  paid  down  and  the  arms  delivered. 

Q.  Then  your  construction  of  the  consummation  of  a  sale  is  that  it 
is  consummated  only  when  all  the  money  is  paid  down,  and  the  arms 
delivered? — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  contract  of  sale  is  made  long  before  that, 
even  before  the  margin  is  put  up ;  but  if  the  purchaser  does  not  come 
up  to  the  conditions  of  the  sale,  I  suppose  the  sale  may  never  be  con- 
summated, and  yet  the  sale  has  been  made;  that  is,  the  contract  has 
been  entered  into,  and,  until  that  is  settled  one  way  or  the  other,  the 
Department  could  not  sell  those  arms  to  anybody  else. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  By  wliich  I  understand  that  if  the  Department  agree  to  sell  me  a 
certain  amount  of  ordnance  stores  at  a  certain  sum  to-day,  and  I  agree 
to  give  it,  that  is  regarded  as  a  sale  made,  and  it  will  be  consummated 
when  the  arms  are  delivered ! — A.  Certainly.  If  you  do  not  put  up 
your  margin  we  may  say  the  sale  is  void ;  otherwise  the  sale  is  made  to 
you  and  cannot  be  made  to  anybody  else.    That  is  my  understanding. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Richardson  t — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  in  -Washington  ? — A.  Not  at  all,  that  I  know  of. 
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Summary  of  statement  of  arms  retained. 


Description. 

Namber. 

Bemarks. 

Muskets, 

Spring&eld 

Enfield 

96,238 

19,882 

557 

Total  namber  arms  retained,  158,244. 
'Total  sabers  and  svrords.  14.619. 

All  others 

Total  : 

116, 677 

« 

Of  which  4,117  arms  and  241  sabers  and 
swords  were  retained  withont  pay  by 
Hancock's  Corps. 

• 

The  money  value  of  the  arms.  &c..  re* 

Bifles. 

Spencer 

Henry 

Sharo 

2,844 
808 

3,454 
305 
629 

Colt 

tained  and  paid  for  is  1 1,072,565.06. 

All  others •.. 

Total 

8,040 

• 

Revolvers 

Sabers 

Non-commissi'n'd 
officers' swords. 

2U,  046 
13,645 

974 

* 

Carbines, 

Spencer 

Sham 

8,289 

2,549 

392 

871 

1,380 

Barnside 

Maynard 

All  others 

Totrfil 

13,481 

Washinoton,  March  14, 1872. 
Silas  Gbispin  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  rank  in  the  Army  t — ^Answer.  Major  of  ord- 
nance. 

Q.  Where  are  you  stationed  ! — ^A.  New  York  City. 

Q.  What  is  your  particular  business  t — A.  My  particular  business  is 
to  attend  to  the  affairs  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  at  that  station.  The 
more  important  duties  are  the  execution  of  sales  of  public  property,  the 
purchasing  of  such  supplies  as  the  Ordnance  Department  need,  and 
details  connected  with  forts  in  the  harbor  of  New  York,  and  such  other 
duties  as  would  naturally  come  to  that  station. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  on  duty  in  New  York  in  this  capacity  Y—- 
A.  I  have  been  nine  or  ten  years  in  connection  with  that  doty. 

Q.  Now  give  to  the  committee  an  account  of  the  manner  in  which  the 


SALE  OF  ABM8  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPABTMENT.      173 

sales  of  ordnance  stores  have  l^een  effected  by  yon  at  'Sew  York. — 
A.  Public  property  under  the  act  of  1868  has  been  sold  either  on  in- 
Titiiig*8aeded  proposals  for  the  goods,  or  the  greater  portion  of  them 
have  been  up  at  auction,  in  conformity  to  that  law,  on  thirty  days' 
notice.  They  have  been  sold  to  parties,  generally  speaking,  on  private 
terms;  or  they  have  sometimes  been  sold  (as  in  the  case  of  these  larger 
sales  of  goods)  after  inviting  proposals  for  a  few  days  on  account  of  the 
exigency  of  the  circumstances.  For  instance,  as  to  the  sale  of  300,000 
Springfields,  prominent  dealers  were  informed  in  regard  to  it  I  do  not 
think  I  am  mistaken  in  saying  that  some  of  them  were  advertised  in  the 
public  papers ;  200,000  of  the  Springfields,  however,  had  been  advertised 
July  3, 1869,  and  no  bids  were  received  by  the  Department.  The  gen- 
eral circumstances  attending  the  sales  are  that  parties  who  desire  to 
porchase  snpplies  make  a  bid  to  the  Department;  the  sense  of  the 
market  is  ascertained  by  agents  from  my  office ;  and  if  any  competition 
is  supposed  to  exist  we  then  resort  to  exciting  that  competition  by  giv- 
ing all  the  prominent  dealers  an  opportunity  to  bid.  Even  in  the  con- 
(lacting  of  a  private  sale,  after  the  sense  of  the  market  has  been  ascer- 
tained and  all  the  information  which  can  possibly  be  obtained,  (my 
position  being  of  an  advisory  character  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance — exe- 
cuting his  orders  for  sales,)  I  communicate  to  him  my  views  with  regard 
to  the  ofifers,  the  price  the  United  States  Government  ought  to  obtain, 
as  a  general  rule,  and  such  information  in  regard  to  the  matter  as  I 
think  pertinent  to  the  question.  That  paper  is  forwarded  to  the  Ordnance 
Bureau,  and  if  it  approves  of  the  prices,  terms,  and  conditions,  it  is  sent 
to  the  Seco^tary  of  War,  who  approves  it,  and  then  I  am  instructed  by 
the  Bureau  to  effect  the  sale.  That  is  the  general  mode  of  conducting 
private  sales.  In  these  heavier  sales — in  a  majority  of  them — I  was  an 
adviser  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  in  regard  to  them,  but  the}"  were  made 
in  Washington  and  not  at  my  agency. 

Q.  What  was  the  construction  of  the  law  of  1868,  under  which  you 
acted,  in  relation  to  advertising  these  stores  ? — A.  The  construction  of 
the  law  was,  that  if  we  had  put  up  a  large  quantity  of  these  supplies, 
on  due  public  notice  of  thirty  days,  they  were  eligible  for  sale  on  private 
terms.  One  of  the  reasons,  I  think,  for  that  was  that  by  the  law  we 
were  authorized  to  sell  unserviceable  and  unsuitable  stores.  We  could 
not  put  up  all  our  material  of  a  certain  variety,  because  we  were  not 
authorized  to  sell  it ;  we  did  not  wish  to  sell  the  entire  quantity,  and 
therefore  a  certain  portion  was  put  up  and  advertised.  These  adver- 
tisements were  either  inviting  sealed  proposals,  or  notifying  the  world 
that  there  would  be  auction  sales.  These  arms  had  been  repeatedly 
advertised  in  quantities^  more  or  less,  in  different  sections  of  the  country, 
in  different  cities,  in  different  markets,  if  that  term  is  proper.  After 
the  goods  had  been  so  advertised,  the  Department  conceived  that  they 
had  the  right,  under  the  law,  to  sell  them  on  private  terms.  Of  course 
yon  can  see  that  a  private  sale  would  be  deprived  of  all  its  elements  as  a 
private  sale  if  the  contracting  parties  were  not  free  on  the  moment  to  con- 
Bommate  the  sale ;  and  therefore,  if  we  took  the  construction  that  every- 
thing we  were  to  sell  had  to  be  put  up  at  thirty  days'  notice,  the  elements 
of  a  private  sale  would  be  lost.  I  conceive  that  the  thirty  days'  notice 
is  technical ;  and  it  would  be  in  conflict,  probably,  with  the  authority 
to  sell  on  private  terms  if  any  other  construction  had  been  put  on  that 
law.  I  should  suppose  that  if  two  clauses  of  a  law  should  be  an  inter- 
ference, one  with  the  other,  the  duty  of  the  Department  was  to  take 
that  interpretation  which  would  best  subserve  the  public  interests,  or 
vhicb  would  probably  be  in  best  accord  with  the  intent  and  spirit  of 
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the  law.  The  thirty-day  daase  was  practically  nugatoryy  for  this  simple 
reason:  Parties  knew  that  under  the  law  of  Congress  contemplating 
private  sales,  these  goods  would  be  for  private  sale;  that  we 'would 
withdraw  them  from  public  sale  unless  we  got  satisfactory  prices  or  bids. 
Therefore,  when  public  advertisements  were  made  they  either  refrained 
fiom  bidding  or  put  in  their  bids  so  low  that  they  would  not  be  accepted, 
knowing  that  they  could  come  afterward  and  secure  them  on  private 
terms  when  the  Department  would  fix  the  price.  Therefore,  we  either 
received  no  bids,  or  bids  so  low  that  the  Gk»vernment  would  not  accept 
them.  Those  goods  were  sold  then  in  a  year  after,  or  it  may  have  been 
a  few  months,  or  two  years  afterward  ;  but  still  the  Department,  if  it 
had  any  reason  to  suppose  that  competition  could  be  brought  to  bear— 
and  it  was  important,  especially  in  these  large  sales,  as  was  exhibited— 
took  means  to  ascertain  the  sense  of  the  public  market  by  circulars  to 
prominent  dealers,  if  not  by  advertisements. 

Q.  So,  by  exciting  competition,  did  you  not  in  all  cases  receive  better 
prices  than  you  would  on  bids  ! — A.  Invariably ;  it  is  my  judgment. 

By  Mr.  SCHUBZ : 

Q.  In  very  many  cases  f — A.  So  far  as  my  recollection  goes  it  was 
invariably  so.    There  may  have  been  isome  rare  exceptions. 

By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Q.  Who  sold  the  arms  to  Turkey  !  Who  negotiated  that  sale  t— A. 
My  impression  is  that  Blacque  Bey,  the  Turkish  minister,  negotiated 
that  sale  with  the  United  States  Government  here  in  Washington. 

Q.  What  is  your  knowledge  of  the  survey  or  inspection  of  these  arms 
by  the  purchasers  t — A.  It  was  under  the  control  of  Colonel  Bustan  Bey, 
an  officer  of  the  Turkish  Empire,  whom  I  regarded  from  personal  knowl- 
edge, and  looking  at  his  work,  as  a  competent  and  practical/ inspector. 
The  arms  were  received  at  the  store- houses  in  Brooklyn;  the  inspectors 
had  full  access  to  those  store-houses,  and  they  made  such  selections  as 
they  thought  were  in  accordance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  their 
bargain. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  about  the  number  which  they  rejected  or  re- 
fused to  take  of  those  inspected  t — A.  They  rejected  about  42,000  stand 
of  arms. 

Q.  Were  those  42,000  a  part  of  the  50.000  subsequently  sold  at  $5  f — 
A.  They  were. 

Q.  What  was  then,  and  what  is  now,  your  judgment  of  that  sale  of 
50,000  arms,  taking  the  quality  of  those  arms  into  consideration  f — A. 
I  can  submit  an  exhibit  of  that  transaction  by  these  papers  before  me, 
giving  a  history  of  the  sale;  and  then  my  views  as  to  the  question  can 
be  stated  afterward. 

Q.  That  is  precisely  what  we  want. — A.  On  September  25,  1870, 
Bemiugton  offered  directly  to  the  Bureau,  in  Washington,  $4  50  for 
50,000  Springfields  in  good  order.  Major  Ben6t,  in  charge,  telegraphed 
me  at  once  to  report  on  the  subject.  I  replied  at  once,  "  Offer  received ; 
letter  by  mail  to-night."  I  then  telegraphed  to  the  commanding  officer 
at  Springfield  armory,  to  know  what  was  the  highest  offer  made  for 
Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .68,  at  the  recent  sale.  We  always  take 
account  of  the  highest  bids  made,  even  if  we  reject  them.  The  arms 
offered  at  Springfield  I  conceived  were  of  a  better  quality  than  those 
which  were  rejected  by  the  Turkish  government.  He  replied  that  the 
highest  bid  was  $2  87,  and  one  was  $2  25.  I  then  communicated  with 
the  Department  by  letter  dated  September  26,1870:  "Telegram  re- 
ceived ;  no  fair  opportunities  to  sell  surplus  Springfields  should  be  lost 
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No  fixed  market  value  can  be  quoted,  and  heuce  the  Bureau  alone  can 
jadge  what  shall  be  a  minim um,  which  must  be  influenced  by  our  ne- 
cessities for  disposal,  and  if  it  is  better  to  accept  the  offer  than  miss  a 
sale.  Fair  Spriugflelds  were  offered  at  $6,  at  Springfield,  and  with- 
drawn.'' 

That  should  be  modified  to  (6,  with  10  per  cent,  off:  we  always  made 
that  margin,  because  if  the  bid  was  a  good  one  we  did  not  wish  to  miss. 
I  proceed : 

*^  Would  it  not  be  well  to  offer  at  $6,  cleaned  and  repaired,  and,  if 
necessary,  accept  $5,  if  it  can  be  obtained  f  What  I  propose  to  sell 
are  42,000  on  hand  here  left  by  the  Turks.  Await  your  reply  befcwe 
commnnicating  with  Kemington." 

September  27th  Colonel  Ben^t  approved  my  recommendatioD,  and  I 
telegraphed  Kemington:  '^Tbe  Department  want  for  good  quality 
Springfield,  cleaned  and  repaired,  (6,  delivered  in  New  York."  The 
term  *^ good  quality"  relates  simply  to  their  serviceability;  their  mar- 
ket value  may  be  different.  ^' Reply  by  telegraph."  He  communicated 
to  me,  acknowledging  the  receipt  of  that  dispatch,  and  added : 

'^  In  reply  we  would  say  that  we  must  respectfully  decline  that  price, 
as  by  our  last  advices  $5  per  arm  is  the  utmost  that  can  be  paid." 
I  telegraphed  then  to  Golonel  Ben6t  on  the  28th: 
^^Bemington  was  telegraphed  offeiingthe  Springfields  at  t6.    He  de- 
clines, and  states  that  the  utmost  price  he  will  give  is  t5.    Will  the 
Department  accept  f  " 
He  replied : 

^'  Sell  to  Remington  at  $5  each  for  Springfields." 
I  telegraphed  Squire : 
"  Offer  accepted." 

On  the  28th  or  30th  Colonel  Majnadier  authorized  boxes  to  be  in- 
daded  in  the  sale,  to  be  included  in  the  price  of  the  muskets.  That  is 
the  history  of  the  transaction. 

Q.  Now,  I  want  your  opinion  as  a  man  in  the  profession  of  arms. 
Was  not  the  sale  of  those  50,000  rejected  muskets  as  good  or  a  better 
sale  than  the  larger  one  to  the  Turkish  government  at  $7,  of  similar 
gnnsf— A.  I  think  so.  The  sense  of  the  market  had  been  taken  only 
iive  days  prior  at  Springfield,  where  every  prominent  dealer  was  either 
present  himself,  or  had  his  agents.  Only  five  days  elapsed  after  that 
Kale  tin  this  offer  came  from  Remingtons.  They  knew  those  guns  were 
on  hand  at  private  terms;  it  was  shown  that  there  was  no  competition, 
add  the  highest  bid  we  actually  got  from  those  dealers  was  $2  87,  and 
we  sold  the  arms  for  $5. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  How  was  it  that  Colonel  Maynadier  offered  boxes  f  Was  it  in 
addition  to  the  price  f — A.  No,  sir ;  the  boxes  were  included  in  the  $5. 
It  was  based  on  the  precedent  established  for  including  cases  in  the 
6ale  to  the  Turkish  government. 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  Did  you  usually  include  the  package  and  delivery  ! — A.  The 
musket'Case. 

Q.  And  roust  delivery  be  contracted  for  differently,  expressly  t  Is  it 
a  sabject  of  a  special  contract  when  yon  effect  a  sale  ? — A.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion of  special  contract. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Was  there  any  special  contract  in  regard  to  the  delivery  of  these 
gans  I— A.  No,  sir ;  the  contract  was  made  by  paying  the  price. 
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Q.  Yoa  have  jast  said  the  qnestion  of  delivery  was  one  of  special 
contract  t — A.  I  mean  that  there  are  special  terms  and  conditions  nnder- 
stood.  They  may  not  be  in  writing ;  but  I  shoald  as  mnch  insist  on 
their  complying  with  the  terms,  whether  in  writing  or  not. 

Q.  Where  were  those  arms  at  the  time  of  the  sale  f — A.  At  Brook- 
lyn,  New  York,  the  majority  of  them.  The  42,000  were  there.  I  do  not 
know  where  the  balance  of  the  52,000  came  from. 

By  Mr.  Sghubz  : 

Q.  Your  settled  terms  with  regard  to  the  quality  of  arms  now  and 
then.  There  seems  to  be  a  certain  gradation.  Your  best  quality  is 
now,  for  instance,  the  Springfield  muskets  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  next  quality,  ^'cleaned  and  repaired f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  the  next  quality,  ^'  serviceable  f  " — A.  The  next  is  what  we 
call  our  *' first-class  unserviceable."  We  have  but  two  greules  of  ser- 
viceable arms,  but  in  those  grades  we  regrade  them  frequently,  or  re- 
grade  the  arms  again  when  they  are  cleaned  and  repaired. 

Q.  Howt — ^A.  At  the  Springfield  armory  they  would  take,  for  in- 
stance, guns  which  were  of  excellent  barrels,  and  selections  would  be 
made  of  the  barrels ;  where  they  were  eaten  at  the  base,  or  were  apt  to 
be,  they  would  be  put  by  themselves.  They  took  the  barrels  and  selected 
them  out.  They  took  second- grade  barrels,  a  little  inferior,  and  then 
third-grade  barrels.  They  would  constitute  three  grades  of  cleaned  and 
repaired  arms  when  they  were  prepared.  Now,  again,  I  should  make 
another  classification  when  they  were  superiorly  cleaned,  and  when  the 
blocks  had  not  been  scraped  too  thin,  and  there  were  no  blurs  or  such 
Imperfections  as  diminished  their  market  value. 

Q.  You  say  there  are  different  classes  of  unserviceable  arms,  also  f — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  the  best  class  comprise  arms  that  might  be  made  service- 
able again  by  cleaning  and  repairing  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  There  are  three 
grades  of  them — first-class  unserviceable,  second  class,  and  third  class. 
The  second  class  is  where  the  deficiency  is  in  minor  parts — bands,  main- 
springs, and  band-springs. 

By  the  Ghaibman  : 

Q.  Dependent  on  the  amount  of  repairs  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  third  is 
trash ;  it  is  something  you  would  break  up,  or  use  the  parts  for  some  other 
purpose,  or  for  scrap. 

By  Mr.  Sghxtbz  : 

Q.  You  say  that  you  ascertained  the  sense  of  the  market  by  agents 
from  your  office  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  way  was  that  done  ! — ^A.  When  an  order  comes  into  the 
market  in  Kew  York  Oity,  it  generally  goes  to  one  of  the  prominent 
dealers,  or  they  buy  sometimes  on  speculation.  If  an  offer  is  made  I 
ascertain  the  sense  of  the  market  by  asking  every  prominent  dealer, 
sometimes  in  writing,  or  sometimes  verbally  by  my  agents  or  myself, 
whether  he  desires  to  purchase  any  arms  of  that  grade  or  quality;  and 
if  he  makes  a  bid,  that  is  his  idea  of  the  price,  or  what  he  is  willing  to 
give:  and  if  he  does  not  do  it  we  know  that  no  competition  exists,  and 
we  tnen  determine  ourselves  whether  we  shall  accept  this  offer,  or  put 
a  higher  price  upon  it  and  then  send  it  to  the  Bureau. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  elements  of  a  private  sale  would  be  lost  if  thirty 
days'  public  notice  were  to  be  insisted  upon  f — A.  I  so  conceive. 

Q.  Howf  In  what  wayf — ^A.  A  private  sale  means  that  the  par- 
ties are  free  to  contract,  one  with  the  other,  and,  if  we  had  to  wait 
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thirtiy  days,  it  would  introduce  an  element  which  deprives  it  altogether 
of  the  character  of  a  private  sale. 

Q.  But  would  the  elements  of  a  private  sale  be  lost  if  all  the  lots  of 
arms  to  be  sold  and  the  whole  quantity  were  publicly  advertised  for  thirty 
days,  and  then  offered  at  public  sale,  and  if  not  sold  then,  were  subse- 
quently sold  at  private  sale  ! — A.  I  do  not  understand  the  question. 

Q.  The  law  provides  that  ordnance  stores  shall  be  publicly  advertised 
thirty  days  previous  to  being  offered  at  public  sale  ! — A,  That  action 
is  to  take  place  prior  to  the  offering  of  the  goods  for  private  sale. 

Q.  Now,  my  question  is  this :  If  this  were  done ;  if  public  advertise- 
ments were  made  of  the  offer  at  public  sale  of,  say,  60,000  Springfield 
giins,  stating  the  quantity  exactly  to  be  sold,  and  if  those  goods  were 
not  sold  at  public  sale  because  you  could  not  get  the  price  required, 
would  that  be  in  any  way  prejudicial  to  a  private  sale  afterward  ? — A. 
Xo,  sir ;  that  would  be  conforming  to  the  law.  I  cannot  see  that  it  would 
prejudice  a  private  sale.  It. would  not  be  prejudicial,  but  this  might 
occur :  We  might  want  to  sell  goods  on  private  terms  in  a  great  hurry ; 
we  ini^ht  want  to  get  the  sense  of  the  market  by  simply  inviting  private 
dealers  to  bid,  to  be  opened  on  a  certain  day,  but  if  we  "waste  thirty  days 
the  entire  opportunity  might  be  lost-  There  is  where  that  element  of 
the  law  might  be  inimical  to  a  privat-e  sale. 

Q.  Would  you  consider  yourself  authorized  to  do  that? — A.  Noj  we 
must  comply  with  the  law. 

Q..  You  say  the  thirty-day  clause  is  practically  nugatory.  What  do  you 
mean  by  that! — A.  I  explained,  I  think,  as  I  went  along"  There  are  but 
a  limited  number  of  prominent  dealers  in  these  matters.  They  are  aware 
that  the  Department  have  the  authority  to  sell  on  private  terms.  They 
tberefore,  not  probably  wanting  them  at  that  time,  know  where  to  go 
and  <jet  them  when  they  do  want  them.  They  therefore  do  not  bid  at  all, 
or  bid  so  low  that  the  Department  will  not  accept  their  terms,  and  they 
know  it,  and  the  consequence  is  that,  having  complied  with  the  law 
technically,  we  just  take  up  those  goods  and  sell  them  two  or  three 
months  afterward,  or  a  year  afterward,  on  private  terms.  The  bids  that 
we  had  received  at  that  time  are  no  criterion  of  the  value  of  the  goods 
three  months  or  six  months  afterward,  because  the  market  is  constantly 
shifting  and  changing. 

Q.  Then  what  you  mean  is  that,  by  making  very  low  bids  at  a  public 
«Ue,  the  dealers  in  arms  might  make  a  public  sale  disadvantageous  to 
the  Government? — A.  No;  I  think  they  would  not  make  it  so,  because 
we  do  not  take  their  view  of  the  case,  but  take  our  own  view  after- 
ward. 

Q.  And  therefore  the  thirty-day  clause  would  not  operate  well  if  a 
pablic  sale  was  obligatory;  but  nevertheless  the  thirty-day  clause  would 
1)6  obligatory  so  far  as  the  Department  was  concerned,  would  it  not? — 
A.  We  have  to  complj^  with  that  law  ;  but  of  two  elements  of  a  law,  if 
one  impairs  the  other,  we  have  to  take  that  construction  probably  which, 
while  it  complies  with  the  law,  best  subserves  the  public  interest. 

Q.  Would  you  consider  yourself  authorized  to  dispense  with  public 
advertisements  for  thirty  days  prior  to  the  offer  at  public  sale  if  you  con- 
sidered it  advantageous  f — A.  I  do  not  think  that  would  be  a  compli- 
ance with  the  law ;  but  those  are  questions  which  my  superiors  have  to 
unRwer  as  to  what  they  would  do  with  the  law.  I  do  not  say  it  would 
be  a  compliance  with  the  law. 

By  Mr.  Sawyee  : 

Q.  Have  you  ever  sold  any  goods  without  the  thirty  days'  notice  of  those 
Hpecified  arms,  or  of  arms  of  that  class  t — A.  That  is  a  question  I  cannot 
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answer,  unless  by  consulting  tbe  records.  I  do  not  recollect  what  the 
various  advertisements  have  been.  Time  and  time  again  the  same  goods 
have  been  offered  at  public  auction,  and  sealed  proposals  have  been 
invited  for  them,  and  in  different  manners,  but  I  cannot  tell  now 
whether  the  law  has  in  all  cases  been  complied  with. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  case  where  it  has  not  been  complied  with?— 
A.  That  I  cannot  say.  I  should  have  to  depend  upon  recollection.  I 
think  the  records  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  will  show  the  facts  conclu- 
sively. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  But  do  you  recollect  of  any  case  where  a  sale  has  been  made  of 
arms  which  had  not  been  either  specilically  or  by  class  advertised t— A. 
I  cannot  say  that  I  have  knowledge  so  positive  as  to  state. 

By  Mr.  Schuez  : 

•     Q.  Do  you  remember  an  advertisement  having  been  made  for  the  sale 
of  Remington  Navy  muskets — breech-loaders  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  sale  having  been  effected  ? — A.  I  under 
stand  that  such  a  sale  was  effected. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  By  yourself! — A.  No,  sir;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  How  did  you  understand  that  such  a  sale  had  been  effected  ?— A. 
I  understood  the  sale  had  been  effected  by  the  Navy  Department 
I  was  instructed  to  receive  some  money  on  account  of  a  sale  by  the  Navy 
Department — what  is  called  margin. 

Q.  From  whom? — A.  From  Messrs.  Bolton  &  Trimble,  at  Baltimore. 

Q.  Did  not  those  muskets  come  out  of  the  Springfield  armory  f — A. 
That  question  I  cannot  answer,  of  my  own  knowledge.  I  sent  the  money 
to  Springfield. 

Q.  You  say  the  margin  was  put  up  with  you  by  Bolton  &  Trimble  ^ 
about  what  time  was  that  f — A.  I  cannot  recollect  now. 

Q.  Can  you  not  recollect  about  when  it  was  ? — A.  It  was  some  time 
in  the  spring  of  1871, 1  think. 

Q.  Some  time  before  March,  was  it  not? — A.  I  cannot  say  positively 
whether  it  was  or  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  had  no  connection  with  it! — A.  None  whatever  beyond  tbe 
simple  fact  I  have  stated.  My  Department  had  nothing  to  do  with  it, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Q.  State  to  the  committee  now  your  connection  and  what  you  know 
about  the  sales  made  on  tlie  12tli  and  13th  of  October,  1870,  to  Kerning- 
ton  &  Sons. — A.  That  is  the  sale  of  Spencer  carbines  and  liemingtou 
carbines  and  cartridges  that  we  have  an  exhibit  of,  so  far  as  my  office 
is  concerned.     Ui\der  date  of  October  8, 1870,  Remington  writes  to  me: 

"  New  York,  October  8, 1870. 

"  Sir  :  We  want  nineteen  thousand  four  hundred  and  forty  (19,440) 
Spencer  rifles  or  carbines,  caliber  .50  or  .52,  with  five  hundred  rounds 
cartridges  for  each,  or  any  portion  of  the  number  of  arms  named  for 
which  cartridges  can  be  furnished  in  the  above-named  proportion;  the 
arms  to  be  of  good  quality,  boxed  in  cases,  ready  for  use,  and  delivered 
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as  soon  as  possible  at  sacli  wharf  in  this  city  as  we  may  designate. 
We  offer  to  the  United  States  Government  twenty  dollars  and  twenty- 
five  cents  each  for  the  rifles  or  carbines,  and  eighteen  dollars  per  thou- 
sand for  the  cartridges  for  same,  cash,  in  current  funds,  on  delivery, 
"Yours,  respectfully, 

''E.  REMINGTON  &  SONS. 
"Per  W.  C.  SQUIRE. 
"  Col.  S.  Crispin,  U.  S.  A., 

"  Ordnance  Agency^  New  York,^ 

Next  comes  the  following  letter : 

"  New  York,  October  11, 1870. 

"Sir:  Referring  to  our  bid  to  you  for  Spencer  rifles  or  carbines,  with 
cartridges  proper  for  same,  as  submitted  by  the  writer  on  the  9th  instant^ 
we  would  say  that,  in  consequence  of  our  having  learned  that  a  consid- 
erable quantity  of  Spencers  having  been  sold  bj^  you  at  $23  each,  and 
that  there  are  various  persons  trying  to  engage  your  surplus  arms  of 
this  kind,  with  a  view  to  securing  advance  prices,  from  which  the  Gov- 
ernment will  derive  no  benefit,  which  will  simply  put  up  prices  to  your* 
and  our  legitimate  customers,  and  cause  delay,  at  the  same  time  continu- 
ally jeopardizing  the  prospect  of  a  final  disposition  of  the  arms;  there- 
fore we  do  now  offer  you  twenty-five  dollars  and  twenty-five  cents  per 
arm  for  all  Spencer  rifles,  Spencer  carbines,  of  calibers  .50  and  .52,  up  to* 
the  number  of  nineteen  thousand  four  hundred  and  forty,  which  the* 
United  States  Government  may  have,  of  good  quality  and  in  good  order,, 
and  for  which  the  proper  ammunition  can  be  furnished,  at  the  rate  of 
five  hundred  cartridges  to  each  arm,  and  will  be  so  furnished  by  the 
Government  in  case  of  sale  of  said  arms. 

".We  also  offer  you  eighteen  dollars  and  twenty-five  cents  per  thousand 
for  requisite  quantity  of  ammunition  as  aforesaid. 

"We  want  the  charges  for  cases  and  for  delivery  at  such  wharf  as  we 
may  designate  in  the  city  of  New  York  to  be  included  in  the  price, 
whatever  may  be  the  prices  eventually  determined  upon. 

*''We  also  desire  United  States  inspectors'  certificate  of  quality  and 
condition  of  said  goods  at  the  time  of  delivery. 
*'  Yours,  respectfully, 

"E.  REMINGTON  &  CO. 
''Per  W.  C.  SQUIKE. 
''Colouel  S.  Crispin,  U.  S.  A., 

"  United  States  Ordnance  Agent j  New  JbrA"." 

Copy  of  indorsement  on  the  above. 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

Nevo  TorA,  October  11, 1870. 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  for  the  information 
and  action  of  the  Department. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel.,  U,  S.  A.j  Major  of  Ordnance. 


"  Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

*'  WasJmigton,  October  12, 1870. 

"Major:  You  are  authorized  to  sell  to  the  Messrs.  E.  Remington  & 
Sons  all  the  Spencer  carbines,  caliber  .52,  and  all  of  caliber  .50  in  excess 
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of  5,000,  at  $25  25  cacb,  and  the  requisite  quantity  of  ammanition  for 
the  same,  at  $18  25  per  thousand. 

"  You  are  also  authorized  to  sell  to  Mr.  O.  F.  Winchester  4,000,000 
linen  cartridges  for  Sharp's  carbines,  at  $16  25  per  thousand.    Mr. 
Winchester's  offer  for  Spencer  carbine  cartridges  is  declined. 
"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"A.  B.  DYER, 
^^  Chief  of  Ordnance  U.  8,  A. 
"Major  S.  Crispin, 

"  United  States  Ordnance  Agency^  Nexo  YorlcP 

Then  follows  my  letter : 

"Washington,  D.  C,  October  12, 1870. 

"  Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons  : 

"  I  am  authorized  to  sell  to  you  all  the  Spencer  carbines,  caliber  .52, 
and  all  of  caliber  .50  in  excess  of  5,000,  on  hand  in  War  Department,  at 
$25  25  each,  and  the  requisite  quantity  of  ammunition  for  the  same^  to 
wit,  500  rounds  per  arm,  at  $18  25  per  thousand. 
"  I  will  inform  you  as  early  as  possible  the  quantity  you  are  to  receive. 
"  Please  signify  your  acceptance  or  otherwise  of  this  offer  of  sale. 
"  Kespectfully,  j'our  obedient  servant, 

"  S.  CRISPm, 
"  Brevet  Colonel^  U.  S,  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance^ 

To  which  I  received  this  response: 

"  Washington,  October  12, 1870. 

"  Sir  :  Replying  to  your  letter  of  to-day,  we  would  say  that  we  accept 
your  offer  of  sale  of  the  Si.encer  ijarbines  and  ammunition  therein  men- 
tioned, and  will  hereafter  submit  to  you  the  marks  to  be  phiced  ui)on 
the  cases. 

"We  will  put  up  the  ten  per  cent,  margin  required,  upon  airival  of 
the  writer  in  New  York. 

"  Yours,  respectfully, 

"E.  REMINGTON  &  SONS. 
"Per  W.G.  SQUIRE. 
"  Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

"  United  States  Ordnance  Agcnt^  N.  Y." 

That  completed  that  nintter.  The  other  sale  is  explained  by  this 
correspondence : 

"  Neav  York,  October  6,  1870. 

"For  Messrs.  E.  Remiufjton  &  Sons'  offer  for  Remington  carbines  and 
cartridges,  see  their  offer  for  250,000  Springfields  and  cartridges,  which 
embodies  their  offer  for  Remington  ciirbines ;  likewise.  Colonel  Crispin's 
remarks." 

They  first  offered  $13  for  the  carbines;  on  the  7th  of  October  they 
advanced  on  this;  on  the  11th  General  Dyer  offered  them  at  $15 ;  they 
wanted  them  for  less,  but  he  would  not  take  less,  and  this  correspond- 
ence ensued : 

"Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

"  Washington,  October  13,  1870. 

"  Sir  :  You  are  authorized  to  sell  to  Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sous  all 
the  available  Jiemington  carbines  on  hand  at  the  price  of  fifteen  dollars 
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each,  with  500  cartridges  for  each  carbiQe  at  the  price  of  eighteea 
dollars  i)er  thousand. 

"  Kespectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"A.  B.  DYER, 

*'  (Jliicf  of  Ordnance^ 
"  Major  S.  Crispin,  . 

'.'  Box  1811,  New  Yorlc. ' 


''  Washington,  October  13, 1870. 

"  Gentlemen  :   I  am  authorized  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  to  sell  you 
all  the  Remington  carbines  which  are  available  at  the  price  of  fifteen 
dollars  each,  and  cartridges  for  the  same,  at  the  rate  of  500  per  carbine, 
at  the  price  of  eighteen  dollars  per  thousand.    You  will  be  advised  of 
the  number  of  carbines  available  as  soon  as  ascertained. 
"  A  margin  of  10  per  cent,  will  be  required  to  bind  the  bargain. 
**  Please  notify  me  of  your  acceptance  or  non-acceptance  of  this  offer. 
"  Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"S.  CRISPIN, 
^^  Brevet  Colonel^  U,  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 
"  Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  Present^ 


"  Washington,  D.  C.  October  13, 1870. 

"  Sir  :  Referring  to  your  communication  of  to-day,  we  would  say  that 
the  terms  therein  stated  are  accepted  by  us,  and  that  the  10  per  cent, 
will  be  put  up  on  your  arrival  at  New  York,  or  before  that  time,  as  may 
be  desired. 
"This  refers  to  the  purchase  of  Remington  carbines. 
"  Yours,  truly, 

"  E.  REMINGTON  &  SONS. 
<'  Per  W.  C.  SQUIRE. 
"  Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

^^United  States  Army,  Ordnance  Agent,  Xeic  York.'" 


"  Washington,  D.  C,  October  13, 1870. 

"Sir  :  Referring  to  our  purchase  of  Spencer  and  Remington  carbines, 
this  is  to  request  you  to  cause  said  arms,  with  their  cartridges  j)ro  rata, 
to  be  forwarded  to  New  York  for  shipment  with  all  x)ossible  dispatch. 
**  Yours,  truly, 

"  E.  REMINGTON  &  SONS. 
^'  Per  W.  C.  SQUIRE. 
'* Colonels.  Crispin, 

^^ United  States  Army,  Ordnance  Agent,  New  York.^ 


"  Washington,  D.  C,  October  15, 1870. 

**8iR:  We  herewith  tender  to  you  a  certified  check  on  the  First  Na- 
tional Bank  of  New  York  for  $90,000,  drawn  yesterday  in  your  favor, 
as  advance  payment  of  10  per  cent.,  or  thereabouts,  on  goods  bought  by 


182       SALE  OF  ARMS  BY  OBDNANCE  DEPARTMENT. 

ns,  as  per  your  acceptance,  dated  October  13, 1870,  of  our  offers  for 
Spencer  carbines,  Bemington  carbines,  and  ammunition  for  both. 
"  Yours,  respectfully, 

'*  E.  REMINGTON  &  SONS. 
"  Per  W.  C.  SQUIRE. 
"  Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

"  CoUmelj  United  8t<it€8  Army,  Ordnance  Agent,  Kew  York.^ 


"  Washington,  D.  C,  October  15, 1870. 

"Gentlemen:  I  have  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  this  date,  with 
certified  check  on  First  National  Bank  of  New  York  for  $90,000,  the 
same  being  the  margin  required  to  bind  the  purchase  of  certain  Rem- 
ington and  Spencer  carbines  and  cartridges,  which  margin  is  accepted; 
but  I  return  the  check  herewith,  and  request  that  you  will  present  it  at 
my  ofiice  in  New  York,  where  proper  papers  will  be  executed. 
"  Please  acknowledge  this. 

"  Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"  S.  CRISPIN, 
"  Brevet  Colonel  and  Major  of  Ordnance. 
"  Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  Washington  CityP 


"  Washington,  D.  C,  October  15, 1870. 

**  Sir:  I  have  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  this  date,  acknowledging 
receipt  of  our  certified  check,  but  returning  same  to  me,  to  be  conveyed 
and  deposited  at  your  ofiice  in  New  York.    This  I  undertake  to  do. 
"  Yours,  respectfully, 

"  E.  REMINGTON  &  SONS, 
"  Per  W\  C.  SQUIRE. 
"  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  U.  S.  A., 

"  Ordnance  Agent,  New  TorA*." 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  were  you  in  receipt  of  notice  from  the  Department  author- 
izing you  to  sell  those  articles ! — A.  October  13th  it  reached  me  in 
Washington ;  I  was  here  at  the  time. 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge  that  Remington,  or  any  of  the  house  of 
Remington  &  Sons,  were  in  any  way,  directly  or  indirectly,  the  agents 
of  the  French  government  prior  to  that  timet — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge  save  that  you  obtained  from  the  Squire 
dispatch  ? — A.  That  is  the  only  knowledge  I  had  that  he  was  the  agent 
of  the  French  government. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  learned  that  on  the  13th,  I  suppose  ? — A,  I  learned  that  on 
the  13th. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  time  of  day  ? — A.  It  was  some  time  in  the 
morning,  prior  to  12  or  1  o'clock,  I  think. 
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By  the  Chairslan  : 

Q.  Had  yoa  been  informed  of  tbe  conclusion  of  tbe  sale  before  you 
bad  notice  of  that  dispatch  ? — A.  I  am  of  opinion  so,  but  I  cannot  posi- 
tively make  that  assertion ;  my  opinion  is  that  the  Secretary's  approval 
was  given  and  the  sale  was  regarded  as  consummated  before  the  receipt 
of  that  dispatch. 

Q.  How  did  you  regard  the  dispatch  of  Eemington  &  Sons  to  Squire  f 
TVhat  was  the  impression  you  drew  from  itf — A.  I  did  not  at  that  time 
receive  any  special  impression  from  it.  I  barely  saw  the  dispatch,  and 
it  was  taken  by  one  of  General  Dyer's  clerks  to  the  Secretary  of  War, 
and  action  taken  immediately.  I  gave  it  no  further  reflection  at  the 
time. 

Q.  Have  you  now  any  other  knowledge,  acquired  since  then,  that 
any  member  of  that  house  was  the  agent  of  the  French  government  t — 
A.  Only  from  hearsay.  I  was  informed  that  that  agency  commenced 
November  first.    I  do  not  know  how  true  it  is. 

*  Q.  Did  you  make  or  recommend  the  negotiation  of  any  sale  to  any 
party  or  persons  known  to  be  agents  of  any  belligerent  power! — A.  L 
did  not 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  any  oflBcers  of  the  Army,  or  any  officers  of 
the  Government,  were  interested  in  any  way  in  the  sale  of  arms  to 
Kemington  &  Sons,  or  to  any  other  person  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  SOHUEZ : 

Q.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  sof — A.  I  have  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve so. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  informed  officially  by  the  Department  that  Reming- 
ton &  Sons  were  French  agents  f — A.  I  was  present  at  the  entire  trans- 
action. When  the  telegraphic  dispatch  was  brought  in  General  Dyer 
«tated,  "I  cannot  receive  your  bids ;  yon  are  regarded  here  as  agents  of 
the  French  government."  That  was  the  information  I  received  as  em- 
phatically as  a  man  could,  and  I  took  it  as  official  notice  that  I  should 
not  receive  offers  from  Messrs.  B.  Bemington  &  Sons. 

Q.  There  are  two  papers  authorizing  you  to  sell  those  lots  of  carbines 
and  ammunition  to  Remington,  one  dated  on  the  12th  and  one  on  the 
13th  of  October,  addressed  to  you  at  New  York.  Were  they  sent  to 
you  at  New  York  ? — A.  They  are  on  my  files.  They  were  written  for 
me  in  the  Bureau,  and  some  of  my  correspondence  with  Eemington 
took  place  in  the  Bureau.    The  file^^  show. 

Q.  Where  did  you  receive  these  papers? — A.  I  received  them  in 
Washington. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  a  record  of  margins  put  up  by  purchasers  of  armsf — 
A.  Of  course  we  keep  a  record  there,  entered  in  our  cash  books.  They 
are  not  entered  always  in  full.  You  will  have  to  depend  somewhat  on 
the  memory  of  my  chief  clerk,  or  he  will  put  in  exhibits  in  regard  to 
these  margins  as  far  as  the  records  go.  They  are  here  in  reference  to 
the  more  important  transactions. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  made  the  sale  to  Richardson,  subsequently? — A.  I  made 
that  sale  to  Richardson. 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge  that  he  was  the  agent  of  Remington  & 
fionst — A.  I  had  not.  I  was  credibly  informed  that  he  liad  no  connec- 
tion with  the  firm  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons. 
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Q.  Do  3'ou  know  now  what  became  of  the  arms  that  he  did  pttrchaseT 
— A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  contract  of  October  13,  did  you  consider  that  the 
contract  was  closed  between  Mr.  Kemington  and  the  War  Department! 
— A.  I  considered,  as  far  as  the  action  of  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  was 
concerned,  that  it  was  closed.  I  considered,  however,  that  there  were 
certain  details  of  terms  and  conditions  of  sale  that  had  to  be  com- 
plied with,  and  they  were  complied  with,  and  the  sale  was  made,  but  the 
consummation  of  the  sale  of  course  takes  time.  I  conceived  that 
Messrs.  E.  Eemington  &  Sons,  as  an  act  of  good  faith,  had  a  right  to 
expect  that  that  contract  would  be  fulfilled,  and  I  regarded  it  as  an  act 
of  good  faith  toward  them  to  carry  out  that  contract. 

Q.  That  is,  if  they  fulfilled  the  details,  you  felt  compelled  to  deliver 
the  arms  ? — A.  Certainly.  I  was  not  authorized  to  interfere  with  it,  and 
I  felt  it  was  right  that  1  should  not  interfere  with  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  was  the  manner  of  conducting  sales  by  yourself,  as  com- 
pared with  what  would  be  the  manner  of  a  merchant  in  transacting  his 
business  f — A.  Precisely  the  same. 

Q.  And  what  would  have  been  the  effect,  in  your  judgment,  on  the 
prices  of  ordnance  stores  if  it  was  understood  the  Government  could 
revoke  its  contract  at  pleasure? — A.  I  should  think  it  would  have 
been  quite  disastrous.  As  soon  as  merchants  make  a  contract,  it  is  un- 
derstood that  it  is  completed,  and  it  goes  into  their  monetary  arrange- 
ments. They  have  to  raise  money,  and  sometimes  their  interests  might 
be  seriously  jeopardized  by  the  Government  declining  to  fulfill  its  por- 
tion of  the  agreement. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Do  not  the  merchants  often  make  a  contract  to  sell  arms  before 
the^^  receive  them  from  the  Government? — A.  I  do  not  doubt  it ;  and 
sometimes  it  has  been  done.  Reports  have  been  made  to  my  office  fre- 
quently that  they  have  depended  even  on  my  sanction.  My  indorsements 
are  so  generally  approved  that  they  have  made  their  engagements  on 
them :  but  that  is  their  business,  not  mine.  The  Government  is  under 
no  obligation  to  them  from  my  indorsements. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  all  sales  made  during  the  year  ending  June  30, 1871,  did  you 
pursue  precisely  the  same  course  and  adopt  the  same  construction  of  the 
law  which  had  been  followed  during  the  preceding  j'ear? — A.  I  think 
BO,  only  we  were  a  little  more  stringent  in  our  terms,  because  the  trans- 
actions were  large ;  we  were  more  exacting.  We  exacted,  for  instance, 
heavy  margins — twenty  per  cent. — for  reasons  which  are  apparent.  Some 
letters  in  evidence  here  will  show  my  reasons  for  that,  I  think. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Were  not  sometimes  bargains,  made  in  this  way  here  at  the  Ord- 
nance Department,  afterward  revoked  on  the  part  of  the  Government  f — 
A.  I  do  not  know  of  any. 

Q.  I6  there  not  a  case  where,  in  consequence  of  non-delivery  of  guns, 
though  the  margin  had  been  paid,  the  bargain  was  afterward  undone  f — 
A.  There  was  no  bargain  made  in  that  case.  It  had  only  arrived  at  a  cer- 
tain stage.  The  United  States  Government,  in  order  to  protect  itself  from 
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loss  of  sales,  gives  the  control  for  thirty  days  to  the  purchaser,  and  they 
must  have  an  equivalent.    That  is  the  origin  of  the  mitgin. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  a  bargain  made  between  the  Department  and  C.  , 
K.  Garrison  about  36,000  Enfield  rifles  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  not  there  a  margin  put  up  by  C.  K.  Garrison ! — A.  C.  K. 
Garrison  put  up  that  margin. 

Q.  And  did  not,  afterward,  the  bargain  go  back  in  consequence  of  the^ 
Government  not  delivering  the  guns  1 — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  was  it! — A.  Because  the  purchaser  failed  to  take  the  guns; 
so  tbe  bargain  ivas  not  consummated. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  He  did  not  fulfill  his  part  of  the  contract! — A.  He  did  not  fulfill 
his  part  of  the  contract,  and  the  guns  are  in  our  possession  today.  We 
were  willing  to  deliver  them  at  any  time. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  he  ever  make  any  complaint  of  the  action  of  the  Government 
on  his  part? — ^A.  Never. 

By  Mr.  ScnuKZ : 

Q.  It  ai^pears,  by  the  correspondence,  that  the  margin  was  returned 
to  Garrison,  so  that  it  appears  that  that  contract  was  canceled  Anally 
in  consequence  of  the  failure  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States! — 
A.  If  you  will  look  at  my  indorsements  you  will  see  how  the  facts  were. 
My  construction  was  that  Garrison  failed  to  put  up  his  money  and  com- 
ply with  his  contrfict.  We  would  gladly  have  accepted  it.  He  put  up 
the  margin,  but  failed  to  complete  the  purchase. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  And  you  do  not  deliver  till  you  get  the  purchase-money  I — A. 
Never.    It  is  the  universal  rule. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  At  any  rate,  here  we  have  a  case  where,  as  it  is  now  stated,  bj' 
mutual  agreement  of  the  Government  and  a  purchaser,  a  sale  was  can- 
celed. Now,  was  anything  done  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  to 
your  knowledge,  after  it  had  been  discovered  that  Kemington  &  Sons 
were  the  agents  of  the  French,  to  bring  on  such  a  mutual  agreement  as 
to  the  canceling  of  the  purchase  of  the  34,000,  or  whatever  the  number 
may  have  been,  of  breech -loading  carbines,  and  the  17,000,000  car- 
tridges f — A.  You  mean  to  say  did  the  Government  take  any  steps 
toward  the  canceling  of  that  purchase  of  the  12th  and  13th  of  October, 
18701 

Q.  That  is  what  I  mean. — A.  No,  sir,  I  think  not. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Did  the  Government  take  any  steps  to  cancel  the  purchase  in  the 
case  of  Garrison  f — A.  No,  sir. 


Washington,  March  15, 1872. 
Silas  Crispin's  examination  continued. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Give  an  account  of  the  sale  of  the  300,000  Springfield  muzzle- 
loading  muskets,  and  state  the  circumstances  in  connection  with  that 
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sale,  and  explain  your  own  action. — ^A.  I  have  all  the  papers  relat- 
ing to  that  transaction  collected  together  so  as  to  show  the  history 
of  it  from  the  commencement  of  the  applications  for  those  arms  which, 
taken  in  connection  with  what  the  Bureau  has  fornished,  bring  it  down 
to  the  time  the  deliveries  were  made  and  the  whole  matter  consum- 
mated. Those  arms  were  advertised  to  the  extent  of  200,000  July  3, 
1869,  and  no  bids  were  received.  That  was  in  conformity  to  the  law  of 
1868  on  thirty  days'  notice.    October  3, 1870,  Remington  telegraphed: 

*'  Will  United  States  Government  sell  us  another  50,000  good  quality 
Springfields  on  same  conditions  as  the  last  f ' 

That  alluded  to  the  sale  of  the  50,000  made  at  $5.  October  4  this  was 
referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  with  a  recommendation  that  the 
cleaned  and  repaired  arms  be  held  for  not  less  than  $8.  October  4  my 
application  was  indorsed : 

"  New  Springfields,  caliber  .58,  shall  be  held  at  $12  each,  and  the 
cleaned  and  repaired  at  $8  each." 

That  was  in  consequence  of  a  personal  interview  between  myself, 
Colonel  Ben6t,  and  the  Secretary  of  War  as  regards  what  price  they 
should  be  held  at. 

Tlie  Secretary  of  War  then  authorized  the  sale  of  200,000  at  not  less 
than  $12  each,  for  new  arms.  The  first  definite  application  tor  arms 
wa«  made  October  6,  by  the  Remingtons  offering  $7  each  for  250,000 
Springfields,  and  $12  50  per  thousand  for  125,000,000  of  cartridges.  That 
was  referred  to  the  Department  October  6,  with  this  indorsement  I  pro- 
pose reading : 

"  United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

"  New  Yorlc^  October  6, 1870. 

"Respectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance.  All  prominent 
dealers  have  been  notified  of  the  recent  established  limits  for  Springfield 
rifled  muskets,  caliber  .58,  muzzle-loading,  both  cleaned  and  repaired, 
and  new ;  up  to  this  writing,  no  offers  other  than  the  within  have  bc^n 
received.  Inquiries  for  these  arms  have  heretofore  been  merely  general, 
and  no  definite  offers,  such  as  the  inclosed,  have  been  presented  to  this 
office.  This  office  should  judge  from  the  enormous  quantity  offered  for, 
and  the  absence  of  definite  offers  from  other  parties,  either  that  com- 
petition among  dealers  does  not  exist,  or  that  the  Messrs.  Remington  & 
Sons  have  a  definite  order  to  fill.  The  latter  view  is  the  most  plausi- 
ble; and  it  would  seem  that  a  fair  price  should  be  obtained  under  these 
circumstances  ;  100,000  cleaned  and  repaired,  held  at  $8,  are  available ; 
but  as  a  minimum  price  of  accept>ance  can  only  be  determined  by  the 
Department,  and  as  this  office  has  no  other  information  at  present  "bear- 
ing on  the  question,  it  can  simply  submit  this  offer  for  the  considera- 
tion and  decision  of  the  Departments.  Ammunition  is  now  being  held 
at  $13  50  per  thousand,  and  large  offers  at  these  figures  are  now  being 
made. ' 

October  7th  the  Remingtons  modified  their  proposition;  offering 
$13  25  for  ammunition,  and  $8^  50  for  Springfields,  and  desiring  to  be 
informed  the  following  Tuesday,  October  11. 

It  appears  that  the  War  Department,  this  letter  being  presented  to 
them  on  October  10,  acted,  and  telegraphed  me  ^^  to  sell  at  not  less 
than  the  prices  named  herein :  cleaned  Springfields,  $8  50 ;  100,000  new, 
$10  50;  Remington  carbines,  $13  00;"  and  ammunition  at  $13  75  a 
(thousand. 

This  was  confirmed  by  a  letter  from  the  Bureau  dated  October  10, 


SALE  OF  ABMS  BT  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT.       187 

1870.  I  received  that  dispatch  on  the  10th  of  October,  and  under  its 
instructions  of  course  I  was  competent  to  act.  The  prices  were  named 
by  the  Department ;  they  had  decided  that  themselves  here  in  Wash- 
ing'ton.  Of  course  I  was  competent  to  close  the  purchase  with  any  per- 
son who  would  oflfer  those  prices.  The  confirmatory  dispatch  of  the 
next  day  of  course  was  confirmatory  authority  in  the  case.  Believing, 
however,  from  such  evidence  as  I  had  in  my  possession,  that  a  higher 
price  could  be  realized  for  these  arms,  or  ought  to  be  realized  for  them, 
as  X  conceived,  or,  at  least  having  a  suspicion  to  the  effect  that  the 
order  was  indefinite  as  to  price — that  is,  that  they  would  pay  almost 
any  price  to  procure  the  arms — I,  instead  of  acting  on  this  authority, 
came  to  Washington  the  night  of  October  11,  and  represented  to 
General  Dyer  the  fact  that  in  my  judgment  better  prices  could  bo  ob- 
tained than  $10  50  for  the  new,  and  recommended  that  the  Department 
hold  to  the  figures  of  $12,  as  they  were  worth  that,  because  that  was 
about  the  cost  of  production.  This  assertion  was  received  by  General 
Dyer.  At  the  time,  October  13,  when  Squire  showed  his  dispatch, 
General  Dyer  had  determined  to  ask  that  i>rice  of  $12 ;  but  when  he 
showed  his  dispatch,  that  of  course  threw  his  offer  out,  and  he  decided 
to  take  the  steps  which  he  subsequently  took  by  inviting  bids.  Those 
bids  resulted  in  the  prices  which  you  have  seen  were  realized  by  the 
Government,  to  wit,  $9  30  for  cleaned  and  repaired  arms,  and  $12  and 
over  ibr  the  new. 

The  history  of  the  transaction  is  this :  The  bids  were  invited  to  be 
opened  October  20,  which  is  matter  of  record ;  the  awards  were  made 
to  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  and  Herman 
Boker  &  Co.,  as  is  on  record  here.  I  have  here  now  an  exhibit,  which 
^ves  the  subsequent  history  of  the  delivery  of  these  arms.  Messrs. 
Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  and  Boker  &  Co., 
pat  up  their  margins  as  required,  prior  to  4  o'clock  on  the  21st. 

Q.  And  the  arms  were  sold  and  delivered  to  the  parties? — A.  Yes, 
sir.  This  exhibit  shows  the  date  of  payments,  the  quantities  of  margin 
received,  and  dates  of  delivery,  and  the  time  the  money  was  deposited 
in  the  United  States  Treasury.  (The  document  is  annexed  to  the  testi- 
mony, marked  Exhibit  No.  14.) 

By  Mr.  ScHUEZ : 

Q.  Was  20 ^er  cent,  the  usual  margin  exacted? — A.  Not  in  all  cases. 
We  exacted  20  i)er  cent,  on  these  heavy  transactions  because,  giving  the 
party  control  for  thirty  days,  we  were  desirous  to  make  the  penalty 
heavy  for  any  failure  to  come  up  to  the  contract. 

Q.  What  amount  would  you  call  a  heavy  transaction? — A.  I  should 
call  $200,000  or  $300,000  a  heavy  transaction.- 

Q.  That  was  the  rule  of  the  Department,  I  suppose! — A.  It  was  the 
rule  we  established  at  that  time. 

Q.  About  what  time? — A.  When  these  large  sales  were  taking  place. 
Our  sales  had  been  limited  in  extent  prior  to  the  date  when  these  heavy 
transactions  took  place,  and  about  that  time  we  determined  to  exact 
these  heavy  margins.  It  depended  on  circumstances  about  the  margins. 
They  were  usually  determined  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance.  Our  margins 
now  are  of  course  much  less,  and  sometimes  not  exacted. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Wetfe  the  arms  sold  in  all  cases  delivered  directly  to  the  persons 
who  made  the  purchase  ? — A.  I  think  so ;  in  all  large  cases  it  is  my 
impression  they  ^re. 
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Q.  Was  the  margin  put  up  in  all  cases  by  the  persons  who  made  the 
purchaso  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  as  far  as  I  recollect.  This  exhibit  shows  the 
transactions  of  my  office  as  to  deliveries  as  far  as  can  be,  and  as  far  as 
X)racticable  the  drawers  of  the  checks  and  the  payments. 

Q.  Who  negotiated  the  sale  of  the  breech-loaders  f  by  which  I  mean, 
did  it  start  from  you  and  come  here,  or  did  it  start  heref — A.  General 
Dyer  himself  determined  the  price  for  the  breech-loaders. 

By  Mr.  ScnURZ : 

Q.  Do  you  keep  a  record  of  the  checks  you  receive  t — A.  It  is  rather 
imperfect.  The  exhibit  I  have  just  presented  will  show  you  all  the  in- 
formation that  comes  from  my  files.  My  clerk  can  testify  to  the  accu- 
racy of  that  exhibit.    He  is  here. 

Q.  Does  that  exhibit  contain  all  that  you  have  on  the  record  of  your 
office? — A.  All  that  I  am  aware  of.  I  believe  it  is  a  correct  transcript 
from  my  file  with  regard  to  the  purchase  of  October  20. 

By  the  CnAiR:vLiN: 

Q.  Do  you  remember  to  have  seen  published  a  letter  from  Squire  to 
Remington  somewhere  in  France  in  which  he  speaks  of  exertions  that 
were  making  and  of  some  difficulties  they  had  in  getting  things  done  T — 
A.  I  saw  in  the  official  records  of  the  War  Department  a  telegraphic 
dispatch,  in  which  some  ex])ressions  of  that  kind  were  used. 

Q.  The  substance  being  that  they  had  some  influences  at  work  t — A. 
I  remember  seeing  the  telegraphic  dispatch. 

Q.  State  to  the  committee  if  any  outside  influence  from  any  quarter 
was  brought  to  bear  upon  yourself  f — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  State  if  you  had  an  interview  with  the  Secretary  of  War  in  which 
you  were  informed  or,  perhaps,  instructed  in  relation  to  outside  influ- 
ences.— A.  I  recollect  the  Secretary  sending  for  me,  on  one  occasion,  at 
the  time  of  the  negotiation  of  these  large  transactions,  and  stating  to 
me  that  parties  were  sometimes  introducing  bidders  to  his  notice,  and 
he  wished  to  caution  me  that  such  introductions  or  such  measures  as 
they  took  had  no  significance  whatever,  and  I  understood  it  to  be  a  cau- 
tion of  that  kind,  that  it  had  no  significance  whatever. 

BjiMr.  ScHURZ: 

Q.  You  stated  something  in  your  testimony  before  the  House  com- 
mittee about  a  large  demand  for  arms  having  arisen  about  that  time, 
did  you  not?— A.  I  do  not  recollect  what  I  stated  there  precisely.  I 
have  not  read  that  testimony  very  recently. 

Q.  That  was  the  impression  I  gathered  from  it,  that  about  that  time 
a  large  demand  for  arms  had  arisen  in  the  market  when  these  heavy  pur- 
chases were  about  to  be  made? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  did  ? — A.  I  presume  I  said  so.  Unless  my  testimony 
was  before  me  I  could  not  repeat  precisely  what  I  said  there. 

Q.  How  did  you  know  that  a  large  demand  had  arisen? — A.  By 
inquiry  from  bidders  for  them. 

Q.  What  were  your  conclusions  as  to  what  quarter  that  demand  came 
from  ? — ^A.  I  presumed  as  there  was  war  between  France  and  Germany, 
that  had  stimulated  the  demand  for  arms,  and  that  to  supply  either  one 
or  the  other  of  the  belligerent  parties  those  arms  might  be  wanted  prob- 
ably. That  would  be  a  rational  sui)position,  that  they  were  to  go  to 
one  place  or  the  other. 

Q.  You  were  well  acquainted  with  the  movements  of  the  market? — 
A.  It  is  a  very  spasmodic  market  as  far  as  arms  are  concerned;  almost 
purely  speculative.  9 
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Q.  I  mean,  generally,  yoa  keep  posted? — A.  Yes,  as  far  I  can.  I 
mean  to  say  that  the  posting  comes  from  parties  making  the  applica- 
tions. That  is  about  all  we  get  it  from.  The  sales  are  negotiated 
through  private  hands.    They  never  come  to  us  direct. 

Q.  So  you  say  your  impression  was  that  the  large  demand  in  the 
market  was  arising  from  the  necessities  of  the  belligerent  parties  in 
Europe? — ^A.  Or  through  speculation.  Large  supplies  were  sent  to 
England ;  purchases  amounting  to  over  half  a  million  dollars  were  sent 
direct  to  English  houses. 

Q.  When  f — A.  During  the  Franco-German  war. 

Q.  What  parties  were  they  ? — A.  Caleb  Hnse. 

Q.  How  large  a  purchase  was  that? — A.  The  records  of  sales  will 
«how  how  large. 

Q.  Was  not  that  a  purchase  of  Enfield  rifles? — A.  Some  Enfields 
and  some  cartridge-boxes.  A  large  stock  of  Spencer  carbines  and 
Spencer  rifles  were  embraced  in  that  schedule  of  lluse'a. 

Q.  Were  you  at  that  time  in  personal  communication  with  either 
Remington  or  Mr.  Squire? — A.  I  think  that  Squire  was  consummating 
some  purchases  about  that  tioie.    What  time  do  you  allude  to? 

Q.  The  time  immediately  prior  to  the  large  sales  that  were  made  hero 
previous  to  the  12th  and  13th  of  October,  when  j^ou  came  to  Washing- 
ton.— A.  I  saw  him  frequently  in  regard  to  the  purchases  he  was  nego- 
tiating. 

Q.  You  came  here,  as  you  stated,  for  the  purpose  of  informing  the 
Department  that  the  demand  for  arms  in  the  market  had  risen  consid- 
erably, and  that  better  prices  could  be  obtained  ? — A.  I  thought  that  we 
could  realize  better  prices.  There  was  a  fevierishr  state  of  the  market, 
apparently,  to  me.  Speculators  were  getting  excited  on  the  question, 
and  I  conceived  we  could  probably  realize  better  prices,  and  I  did  not 
think  1  would  jeopardize  the  sale,  which  was  one  of  the  features,  of 
course,  of  my  assuming  the  responsibility  of  coming  to  Washington 
and  not  acting  promptly. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  to  suppose  at  that  time,  when  you  were  in 
personal  communication  with  Squire  and  the  house  of  Remington,  that 
they  were  buying  arms  for  France  ? — A.  I  hardly  recollect  what  conversa- 
tions occurred,  but  I  presume  some  of  his  conversations  m^.st  have 
alluded  to  France  in  some  way. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  he  was  an  agent  of  France? — A.  Not 
at  all. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  But  buying  and  selling  as  a  merchant  ? — A.  Buying  and  selling 
as  a  merchant;  that  was  my  impression. 

Q.  Buying  from  you,  and  selling  to  whom  he  pleased  ? — A.  Selling 
to  whom  he  pleased. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  all  the  information  you  had  on  this  subject 
to  the  War  Department  ? — A.  All  I  had,  because  I  had  none.  As  far 
as  French  agents  were  concerned,  I  had  none  whatever. 

Q.  I  mean  that  liemington  was  buying  for  the  French  market? — A. 
No,  sir;  because  sometimes  men  coming  into  my  office  would  tell  me 
they  were  bnying  for  the  East  to  disguise  the  place.  I  jdaced  no  cre- 
dence in  those  statements  of  bidders.  I  saw  a  gentleman  in  connection 
with  these  Spriugikldis  who  remarked  to  General  Dyer,  in  his  office, 
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that  he  had  an  uncle  in  the  East,  in  India,  and  that  he  was  making  his 
inquiries  for  that  point.  Every  subterfuge  is  resorted  to  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  the  officials  from  finding  out  what  the  true  wishes 
of  the  party  are ;  their  true  designs. 

Q.  When  Eemington  had  been  discovered  to  be  a  French  agent,  did 
you  take  any  measures  to  ascertain  whether  he  was  then  operating 
through  third  parties  ? — A.  Ko,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  instructions  from  the  War  Department  to  be 
on  your  guard  in  that  respect ! — A.  The  only  instructions  I  received 
from  the  War  Department  were  those  which  grew  out  of  the  transac- 
tions of  October  12  and  13,  when  I  was  present,  and  of  course  I 
considered  the  orders  as  stringent  as  if  they  had  been  written  to  me, 
both  from  the  action  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  remarks  of  the 
Chief  of  Ordnance ;  but  1  received  no  instructions  to  make  any  special 
inquiries  on  this  question. 

Q.  You  say,  then,  your  instructions  were  simply  not  to  sell  to  Rem- 
ington f — A.  That  appears  to  have  been  so. 

Q.  And  not  to  inquire  further  when  sales  were  made! — A.  I  did  un- 
derstand, as  far  as  lleinington  was  concerned,  that  the  status  which 
existed  i)rior  to  October  13  did  not  remain  the  same.  The  status  re- 
mained the  same  subsequent  to  October  13, 1870,  as  it  did  before,  except 
as  to  llemington.    That  was  all  I  had. 

Q.  There  were  contracts  made  with  purchasers  as  to  the  delivery  of 
goods  bought  by  tliem,  were  there  not  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  were  most  of  those  arms  and  ordnance  stores  delivered  f — 
A.  At  pier  No.  50,  and  pier  No.  3,  North  River.  Some  were  delivered, 
also,  I  believe,  at  other  ])ier8,  but  these  were  the  principal  points. 

Q.  What  pier  is  pier  No.  50? — A.  Pier  No.  60  is  the  pier  at  which  the 
French  steamers  transact  their  business ;  and  also,  1  believe  other  vessels 
depart  from  that  pier. 

Q.  Is  it  the  pier  where  the  French  Transatlantic  steamers  land  T — 
A.  1  am  so  informed.  1  do  not  know  that  1  have  ever  been  on  the  pier 
in  my  life. 

Q.  J^id  you  know  it  then  ? — A.  I  knew  it  by  common  report. 

Q.  Did  you  know  whether  the  steamers  Brie  and  Ontario  were  char- 
tered by  the  French  consul!— A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  So  you  say  that  the  arms  which  were  sold  at  that  great  sale  on 
October  !iO,  1870,  were  partly  delivered  at  pier  No.  50 1 — A.  That  I  can- 
not tell  you ;  the  records  of  my  office  will  show  it ;  but  in  conversation 
with  some  of  my  employ6s  they  told  me  the  bulk  of  them  went  to  the 
Erie  and  Ontario. 

Q.  In  whose  hands  did  you  understand  the  steamers  Erie  and  Ontario 
to  be  t — A.  I  did  not  make  any  inquiries. 

Q.  Was  the  contract  with  the  purchasers  to  deliver  the  arms  on  the 
docks  ? — A.  Whatever  dock  or  pier  they  might  elect  to  receive  them  at. 
Our  charges  for  cartage  and  lighterage  are  about  the  same  wherever 
the  pier  may  be  located,  as  a  rule.  There  is  very  little  ditterence,  and 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  agreed  to  deliver  at  any  pier  or 
dock  that  the  parties  might  desire. 

Q.  Some  of  the  goods  were  delivered  by  lighters  and  some  by  carts, 
then,  you  say? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  clrays  and  carts  did  you  employ  ? — A.  That  is  a  matter  of 
detail  which  was  all  in  the  hands  of  my  subordinates,  and  I  cannot  give 
you  any  information. 

Q.  Which  one  of  your  subordinates  would  be  able  to  testify  on  that 
point? — A.  Mr.  Hall,  the  clerk  in  charge  of  that  branch  of  business. 
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Q.  Do  yoa  remember  what  lighters  you  employed  f — ^A.  I  employed 
ft  lighterman,  Dauiel  Shea.    He  lightered  almost  all  the  goods. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  names  of  the  lighters  f — A.  No,  I  do  not. 

Q.  Were  those  lighters  in  the  service  of  your  agency  ? — A.  No,  sir  j. 
they  were  hired  by  our  agency  for  this  purpose  simply. 

Q.  You  paid  for  those  services  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  you  paid  for  them  they  were  under  your  control,  were  they 
not! — ^A.  The  lightermen  signed  receipts  to  us  when  they  put  the  pro- 
perty on  board — a  memorandum  receipt,  which  showed  that  he  got  the 
goods  and  he  was  responsible  for  the  goods  in  transitu  between  the 
lighters  and  the  steamers. 

Q.  That  was  Captain  Daniel  Shea  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  had  the  whole  lighter  business t— A.  1  think  all  the  lightering 
was  done  through  him. 

Q.  What  were  your  instructions  to  him  ! — A.  I  cannot  say  that  any 
instructions  were  given  him.  My  terms  and  contract  with  him  was  to 
deliver  at  the  docks  and  piers. 

Q.  Stating  each  time  what  dock  or  pier  the  goods  were  to  be  delivered 
at? — A.  No,  I  think  not ;  that  was  at  the  option  of  the  purchaser. 

Q.  Would  not  the  purchaser  notify  you  f — A.  The  purchaser  notified 
ray  office.  These  are  details  which  were  in  the  hands  of  my  chief  clerk, 
who  is  here. 

Q.  Will  your  records  show  what  the  instructions  of  your  office  were 
iu  each  case  as  to  where  arms  were  to  be  delivered  ? — A.  I  would  think 
80.  Those  matters  are  details  of  which  the  memoranda  are  of  an  infor- 
mal character,  and  they  are  not  necessary  for  the  permanent  records  of 
the  office.  There  may  be  some ;  1  do  not  know ;  if  there  are  any  they 
can  be  produced  of  course. 

Q.  Did  Captain  Daniel  Shea  report  to  you  about  his  operations! — ^A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  did  he  report  I — A.  He  reported  not  to  me  because  he 
perfonneijl  his  services,  and  my  subordinates  checked  or  took  a  memo- 
randum of  them  so  that  he  could  make  out  his  bills,  and  I  paid  him  on 
his  vouchers.  Those  vouchers  all  show  exactly  what  services  were  ren- 
dered, how  much  he  was  paid  per  case  for  those  servicer,  and  read  in 
all  cases  that  they  were  for  lighterage  from  such  a  point  to  such  a  pier, 
pier  50  or  pier  3,  as  the  case  might  be.  Those  are  the  legitimate  recoixls 
of  the  office. 

Q.  Which  one  of  your  subordinates  gave  him  his  instructions  and  re- 
ceived his  reports  ?— A.  That  entire  branch  was  under  the  charge  of 
Mr.  Hall,  previously  alluded  to. 

Q.  Did  you  obtain  receipts  for  arms  delivered  on  docks  and  piers  f — 
A.  I  presume  there  were  memoranda  receipts  for  such  deliveries.  That 
is  the  ordinary  course  of  business.  Cartmen  give  receipts  and  purchas- 
ers give  receipts. 

Q.  Are  those  receipts  on  the  records  of  your  office ! — A.  I  do  not  know 
whether  they  are  or  not.    Such  may  be  the  case. 

Q.  Which  one  of  your  subordinates  did  receive  those  receipts! — A.  I 
expect  they  i)a«8ed  into  the  hands  of  the  voucher  clerk  to  make  up  the 
vouchers. 

Q.  I  mean  the  receipts  for  the  goods  delivered  on  piers  and  docks  t — 
A.  Those  receipts  must  have  passed  into  the  hands  of  either  the  voucher 
clerk  or  the  property  clerk.  They  were  the  evidences  that  the  pur- 
chaser had  received  his  goods  and  that  the  sale  was  closed,  and  on  them 
we  based  our  returns  to  the  Bureau. 

Q.  So  they  must  necessarily  form  part  of  the  records  of  your  office  f — 
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A.  I  do  not  know,  because  tbey  are  not  necessary  to  it.  As  soon  as 
they  are  transcribed  on  the  permanent  records  they  become  useless. 
They  are  little  slips  of  paper ;  the  cartman  simply  signs  those  receipts. 

Q.  Are  they  not  recorded  f — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  But  being  receipts,  I  should  think  they  would  be  of  some  import- 
ance to  the  Department,  would  they  not  f — A.  We  have  not  so  regarded 
them. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  any  of  those  receipts! — A.  I  have  seen  some,  I 
expect,  occasionally. 

Q.  Who  signed  the  receipts  for  Remington  &Sons? — ^A.  I  do  not 
know. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  who  signed  the  receipts  for  Austin  Baldwin  & 
Co.  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Nor  for  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  I — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Nor  for  Thomas  Richardson  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  you  say  of  those  receipts  you  have  no  knowledge  whatever!— 
A.  It  was  a  mere  matter  of  detail,  and  it  was  in  the  hands  of  my  sub- 
ordinates completely ;  the  business  was  enormous.  I  had  to  attend  to 
the  higher  and  more  important  duties. 

Q.  Is  there  any  employ^  in  your  office  who  would  know  ! — A.  I  think 
so. 

Q.  Who ! — A.  Mr.  Hall,  I  think,  would  know,  or  Mr.  Egbert,  the 
property  clerk.  The  official  receipts  from  purchiisers  go  on  our  perma- 
nent records.  The  purchaser  signs  a  receipt  in  each  instance,  so  that 
these  other  receipts  are  of  utterly  no  value,  Avhen  1  come  to  think  of  it 
The  purchaser  always  signs  "  I  hereby  acknowledge  that  t  have  received 
from  the  United  States  Ordnance  Department  the  following  stores,  for 
which  I  have  paid  so  much  money."  Those  are  taken  in  duplicate  and 
filed  with  my  property  accounts ;  those  are  the  true  receipts  of  pur- 
chasers. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Those  receipts  you  can  furnish  copies  of! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Sidney  Starbuck  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  a  third  person  signed  by  authority  of  the  purchasers,  would 
your  records  show  that ! — A.  I  do  not  think  the  records  would  show  it^ 

Q.  Has  it  ever  come  to  your  knowledge  that  a  man  by  the  uame  of 
Sidney  Starbuck  signed  receipts  for  Remington  &  Sons! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  also  for  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  also  for  Schuyler,  llai-tley  &  Graham! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  also  for  Thomas  Richardson ' — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  about  it! — A.  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

Q.  When  goods  were  shipped  by  your  lighters  to  the  dock  of  the 
French  transatlantic  steamers,  did  it  never  occur  to  you  that  those 
goods  were  destined  for  France  ! — A.  It  was  one  of  those  natural  con- 
clusions, I  suppose,  that  every  citizen  of  the  United  States  could  draw. 
I  do  not  believe  that  nothing  but  French  steamers  clear  from  that  pier. 
Other  vessels  might  have  gone  from  there. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  of  the  fact  that  the  goods  were  taken  from  your 
lighters  on  board  the  French  transatlantic  steamer  f — A.  I  do  noL  I 
have  the  assurance  of  one  of  my  clerks  that  in  no  instanO/O  whatever 
were  any  goods  delivered  on  that  pier  except  to  the  pier  itself,  and  not  on 
board  any  steamer.    That  is  hearsay,  of  course. 

Q.  Which  one  of  your  derks  told  you  that  ? — A.  Mr.  Hall. 

•Q.  Did  you  ever  inform  the  Department  of  the  circumstance   that 
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anns  and  ordnance  stores  were  sliipped  to  the  dock  of  the  French  Trans- 
atlantic Company  f — A.  I  never  did  so,  and  never  thought  there  was  any 
necessity  of  it.  I  never  supposed  that  my  instructions  waiTanted  me 
to  make  any  such  report.  The  whole  thing  was  a  matter  of  common 
information. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  I  understand  that  after  you  made  sale,  you  had  notlin^  to  do  but 
to  deliver  the  goods  f — A.  Nothing  but  to  deliver. 

By  ^f r.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  Did  you  not  consider  it  your  duty  to  inform  the  War  Department 
of  the  circumstances  attending  the  delivery  of  arms  and  ordnance 
stores  at  the  pier  of  the  French  Transatlantic  Company  ? — A.  I  did 
not  recognize  the  necessity  at  that  time. 

Q.  Was  there  ever  an  employ^  of  your  office  ordered  to  superintend 
the  transfer  from  lighters  to  steamships,  and  to  keep  the  tally  of 
boxes  and  packages! — A.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Have  you  a  man  under  your  orders  by  the  name  of  Hugh  Kiley  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  never  ordered  to  do  that  thing  ? — A.  Not  by  me. 

Q.  Would  you  personally  have  given  such  an  order? — A.  No;  I 
never  would  give  an  order  to  deliver.  1  deliver  on  the  pier  or  dock.  If 
the  purchaser  chooses  to  make  a  contract  with  the  lightermen  to  deliver 
on  board  the  steamer,  that  is  his  business,  not  miue.  If  my  employes 
should  go  into  a  position  of  that  kind,  they  are  in  an  improper  positiou 
so  far  as  nay  orders  and  instructions  are  concerned. 

Q,  Should  Mr.  Eiley  have  received  the  instructions  to  that  effect,  or 
any  other  connected  with  his  business,  from  Mr.  Hall  ? — A.  Mr.  Hall 
had  authority  over  him. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Kiley  ever  report  to  you  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  not  directly. 

Q.  Who  brought  in  those  receipts  for  the  goods  I — A.  I  cannot  tell 
yon  that.  It  was  a  portion  of  (he  details  of  the  business  which  was  left 
entirely  to  my  subordinates. 

Q.  Had  you  anv  intercourse  with  Colonel  Squire  after  the  13th  of  Oc- 
tober, 1870  ?— A.'Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  sometimes  in  your  office  ? — A.  Occasionally. 

Q.  Mr.  Sam.  Eemiugton  also  f — A.  He  was  there  sometimes,  I  think 
once  or  twice. 

Q.  Was  he  there  in  December,  1870! — A.  I  think  he  was,  somewhere 
about  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  have  conversations  on  business  with  either  Squire  or 
Beuingtou  about  that  time  ? — A.  Some  conversations  probably  occurred 
as  to  what  materials  the  United  States  had  on  hand,  or  something  of 
that  kind,  affording  him  such  information  as  we  afforded  any  gentlemen 
who  came  into  the  office,  but  indifferent  as  to  the  fact  because  the  inform- 
ation was  intended  for  the  public. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  them  about  purchases 
made  by  other  parties,  say  by  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  Schuyler,  Hart- 
ley &  Graham,  and  so  on  f — A.  I  do  not  recollect  any. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  them.about  the  purchase 
made  by  Thomas  Eichardson  J — A.  Any  conversation  I  had  with  them 
must  have  been  in  reference  to  the  guns  we  had  on  hand,  but  no  con- 
versation whatever  looking  to  a  business  transaction. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  them  concerning  the  man- 
ufiicturing  of  cartridges  ? — A.  I  think  not. 
13  s  A 
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Q.  At  tbat  time  in  December,  when  the  Richardson  purchase  was 
concluded,  General  Dyer  was  in  New  York,  was  he  not? — A.  No,  sir,  he 
was  not  then. 

Q.  When  it  was  negotiated  1 — A.  No,  not  when  it  was  negotiated. 

Q.  Was  not  (xeneral  Dyer  there,  according  to  his  correspondence,  ou 
the  9th  of  December,  1870  ? — A.  lie  was  there  when  his  correspondence 
was  wTitten  from  there.  His  letter  of  instruction  to  me  was  dated  in 
my  office. 

Q.  Did  he  have  any  intercourse  with  Colonel  Squire  ? — A.  I  do  not 
think  he  did  at  that  time.  That  is  my  impression,  but  I  will  not  speak 
positively. 

Q.  You  never  saw  them  together? — A.  1  cannot  say  that  at  that 
time  I  saw  them  together. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  see  them  together  ?7— A.  I  have  seen  them 
together  here  in  Washington,  I  do  not  recollect  at  present  wherc^.  I  saw 
them  together  in  New  York. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Remington  thereabout  that  time  ? — A.  I  saw  Mr. 
Remington  there. 

Q.  Did  you  see  General  Dyer  in  intercourse  with  him  ? — A.  I  have 
seen  them  together. 

Q.  That  was  about  the  9th  or  10th  of  December,  1870  ? — A.  1  cannot 
say  positively  what  was  the  time  they  were  together.  I  do  not  recol- 
lect. I  simply  know  by  the  date  of  the  correspondence.  Whether 
General  Dyer  was  there  on  the  9th  or  10th,  I  have  forgotten. 

Q.  General  Dyer  was  in  your  office  at  that  time  frequently  ? — A.  He 
was  in  New  Y'^ork  only  twice.  I  said  in  my  testimony  before  the  House 
committee  once  or  twice ;  1  think  it  w^as  twice. 

Q.  I  mean  about  the  time  that  correspondence  took  place  witli  regard 
to  the  breech-lojiding  ritles.  in  December,  18701 — A.  He  was  in  New 
York  at  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  anything  said  about  the  manufacturing  of  cart- 
ridges?— A.  I  did  not  listen  attentively  to  the  conversation  which  was 
occurring  between  them. 

Q.  Between  whom! — A.  Between  Mr.  Remington  and  General  Dyer, 
whom  I  said  I  saw  together.  I  may  have  overheard  some  conversation 
as  to  that  subject;  1  cannot  be  positive. 

Q.  As  to  manufacturing  cartridges? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  may  have  heard  some  conversation  about  the  manu- 
facturing of  cartridges? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  are  not  sure? — A.  I  cannot  be  positive  at  this  date  what  the 
conversation  exactly  was.  At  that  time  1  was  very  busy  in  my  office, 
and  so  was  my  chief  clerk. 

Q.  Was  there  not  some  conversation  between  them  as  to  the  propri- 
ety of  selling  the  breech-loading  guns  of  the  model  of  18G0,  or  whether 
they  could  be  sold,  and  how  many  could  be  sold? — A.  I  should  not  be 
surprised  if  such  a  conversation  did  take  place;  but  it  was  one  of  those 
evanescent  things  that  made  no  impression  on  my  mind,  so  that  I  can- 
not state  the  facts  distinctly. 

Q.  Is  it  your  impression  that  such  a  conversation  occurred? — A.  It 
is  my  impression  that  conversations  on  these  general  subjects  took  place 
between  Mr.  Remington  and  General  Dyer. 

Q.  Did  you  also  hear  some  conversation  about  a  reduction  in  the  num- 
ber of  guns  bid  for  and  contracted  for  by  Austin  Bahlvvin  &  (Jo.? — A.  I 
have  been  thinking  of  that  subject.  I  saw  something  of  it  in  the  corre- 
spondence, but  1  cannot  think  that  any  reduction  wjxs  made  or  anything 
of  that  kind  occurred.     I  do  not  know  what  it  can  mean. 
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Q.  Did  yon  ever  receive  a  letter  from  anybody  authorizing^  Starbuck 
to  sign  for  him! — A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  Your  mentionipg  it  is 
the  first  time  I  ever  heard  the  name  in  my  life. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  proposals  from  Richardson  for  breech-loaders  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  ever  a  bid  invited  from  him  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  some- 
times done  by  the  Ordnance  Burejiu? — A.  I  believe  not. 

Q.  In  what  form  did  you  receive  that  proposal  from  Richardson  ? — 
A.  The  nsual  form  which  people  desiring  to  make  private  purchases 
use,  "We  offer  to  take  from  the  United  States  Government  so  many 
arms." 

Q.  By  letter  ?— A.  By  letter. 

Q.*  You  have  that  letter,  I  suppose  ? — A.  That  letter  is  on  record 
here.  I  will  put  it  in  as  an  exhibit  if  you  desire,  with  the  i>apers  con- 
Dected  with  it.  This  will  also  illustrate  the  form  of  receipts  which 
were  taken.    I  received  from  him  this  letter: 

ILION,  New  Yoek,  JDeccinher  29, 1870. 

Col.  S.  Crispin  : 

Colonel:  I  desire  to  buy  all  the  breech -loading  Springfields,  fifty 
caliber,  that  the  United  States  Government  will  sell,  for  which  1  will 
pay  established  prices. 
Very  respectfully, 

TDOS.  RICHARDSON. 

The  following:  correspondence  by  telegrajih  also  took  place : 

Dated  Hoffman  House,  K  Y.,  1871.— Received  11.15,  17  Jau'y. 

To  Col.  S.  Crispin  : 

Please  order  from  Treadwell  all  fifty  caliber  cartridges  possible  for 
tomorrow.    Must  have  not  less  than  twenty-five  thousand. 

RICHARDSON, 

'Hoffman  Hon  fie. 

New  York,  January  17,  1871. 

To  Thos.  Richardson,  Hoffman  House,  City : 

Telegram  reads  twenty-five  thousand.    Is  this  correct?    Answer. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  United  States  Army^ 

Major  of  Ordnance. 

Dated  Hoffman  House,  17,  1871.— Received  12.o0,  Jan.  17. 

To  S.  Crispin,  Hd.  Oreene : 

The  twenty-five  thousand  is  correct,  beinij  an  extra  number  required. 
If  more  rifles  are  delivered,  then  proportional  quantity  for  latter,  be- 
sides twenty-five  thousand, 

RICHARDSON. 

<^  You  say  you  did  see  Mr.  Richardson  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  ? — A.  Only  recently.  I  may  have  seen  him  about  that  time, 
bnt  my  impression  is  not. 

Q.  What  did  you  know  of  him  at  the  time! — A.  It  was  represented 
to  me  that  he  was  a  gentleman  of  standing,  and  not  connected  with 
the  firm  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons. 

Q.  Was  he  at  all  known  in  the  arms  market? — A.  Not  at  that  date. 
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Q.  Did  you  take  any  pains  to  ascertain  Mr.  Bichavdsoii'8  standing? 
— A.  I  took  pains  simply  to  know  that  he  was  not  the  a^ent  of  E.  Rem- 
ington &  Sons,  or  connected  with  that  firm,  and  to  learn  his  general 
standing.  I  regarded  him  then  as  a  gentleman  eligible  to  bid,  under  my 
instructions. 

Q.  Did  you  make  special  inquiry  as  to  whether  he  was  connected  with 
Remington  &  Sous  I — A.  I  made  inquiry  which  was  satisfactory  to  me. 
I  asked  for  information  on  that  question  of  parties. 

Q.  Why  did  you  a«k  for  special  information  on  that  question  I  Had 
you  any  suspicion  on  the  subject? — A.  1  wanted  to  know  who  he  was. 
That  was  all.  1  always  want  to  know  who  parties  are  when  they  pur- 
chase.   I  want  to  have  some  information  in  regard  to  them. 

Q.  If  any  one  of  us  had  come  to  buy  arms,  would  you  have  inquired 
about  us,  if  we  were  connected  with  Remington  &  Sons! — A.  I  cannot 
reallj'^  tell.  1  might  have  done  so,  it  depending  entirely  on  the  circum- 
stances surrounding  the  case. 

Q.  Did  you  inquire  of  every  purchaser  who  came  if  he  was  connected 
with  Remington  &  Sons  I — A.  No ;  because  I  did  not  suppose  the^-  were 
agents  for  Remington  &  Sons,  because  a  majority  of  our  sales  were  to 
well-known  business  firms  in  New  York. 

Q.  Why  did  you  suspect  Richardson,  or  why  did  you  inquire  about 
him? — A.  Simply  that  his  communication  was  dated  from  Ilion,  New 
York.    That  was  Sue  circumstance  which  might  create  suspicion. 

Q.  Of  whom  did  you  inquire? — A.  I  inquired  of  Col.  Squire,  who,  of 
course,  was  about  as  well  posted,  or  ought  to  be,  in  regard  to  the  affairs 
of  E.  Kemingt-on  &  Sons  as  anybody,  he  being  connected  with  them. 

Q.  What  did  Col.  Squire  say  to  you? — A.  Col.  Squire  told  me  that 
he  was  not  connected  with  the  firm  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  and  he 
told  me  he  was  the  vice-president  of  the  Agricultural  Works  at  Illou, 
New  York. 

Q.  The  Remington  Agricultural  Works  ? — xi.  I  do  not  know  whether 
*'  Remington"  was  in  it ;  it  was  wsimply  '* Agricultural  Works"  that  was  said 
to  me.  1  am  not  familiar  at  all  with  those  works.  I  know  nothing  at 
all  about  the  Remingtons,  except  in  their  capacity  as  manufacturers  of 
arms. 

Q.  Did  you  know  at  that  time  that  Col.  Squire  was  connected  in 
business,  and  in  several  other  ways,  with  Remington  &  Sons? — A.  Cer- 
tainly. 

Q.  Did  it  not  occur  to  you  that  after  the  13th  of  October,  when  the 
order  had  been  issued  by  the  War  Department  that  no  arms  should  be 
sold  to  the  firm  of  Remington  &  Sons,  it  was  rather  the  interest  of 
Remington  &  Sons  not  to  introduce  anybody  as  their  agent? — A.  I 
never  took  that  question  into  consideration  at  all. 

Q.  Did  you  seek  any  other  information  about  Richardson  ? — A.  None. 

Q.  In  your  testimony  before  the  House  committer,  you  said  something 
about  William  Smoot  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  was  acting  for  Richardson,  was  he  not? — A.  It  appears  from 
my  report  that  Smoot  was  acting  for  Richardson. 

Q.  Was  he  acting  for  Richardson  then  ? — A.  I  presume  he  was.  That 
is  the  inference  I  drew  from  the  records,  and  I  recollect  distinctly  Mr. 
Smoot  coming  into  my  office  and  making  inquiries  about  that  material. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Smoot  w^ell  ? — A.  Pretty  well. 

Q.  You  had  been  with  him  in  the  Army  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  He  was  then 
on  leave  of  absence.  He  was  still  an  Army  officer,  but  on  leave  of  ab- 
sence. 

Q.  Was  he  at  that  time  connected  in  business  with  the  Remingtons  ? — 
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A.  I  had  reason  to  suppose  so.    I  do  not  know  what  bis  contract  was 
with  the  Remingtons,  or  whether  he  had  one  or  not. 

Q.  What  was  your  reason  for  supposing  so  ? — A.  Because  he  had 
come  to  my  office  in  connection  with  Mr.  Remington's  business. 

Q.  Now  yon  say  that  Smoot  was  acting  as  Richardson's  agent? — A. 
It  appears  so  from  my  records.    There  is  a  letter  on  file  to  that  effect. 

Q.  If  Smoot  was  in  some  business  connection  with  the  Remingtons, 
and  was  also  acting  as  Richardson's  agent,  did  it  not  occur  to  you  that 
Richardson  was,  in  all  probabilily,  connected  with  the  Remingtons 
also  t — A.  It  was  too  late  then  if  it  had  occurred  to  me. 

Q.  Why! — A.  Because  the  good  faith  of  the  Government  was  plighted, 
and  if  wo  had  made  a  mistake,  I  did  not  see  how  we  could  very  well 
have  rectified  it.  I  might  have  referred  it  to  the  Bureau  for  its  consid- 
eration, as  1  always  do  when  I  am  in  doubt  about  a  question  of  that 
kind. 

Q.  Did  you  do  so  ? — A.  No,  I  did  not.  Smoot  had  appeared  in  my 
office  as  agent  of  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  and  I  presumed  he  was  en- 
gaged on  account  of  his  superior  information  on  these  matters.  He  told 
me  he  was  free  to  act  in  that  capacity.  Let  me  say  one  thing  here:  If 
I  sell  goods  to  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  under  authority  from  the 
Bureau,  and  Mr.  Remington  appears  in  my  ofiice  as  Schuyler,  Hartley 
&  Graham's  agent,  I  do  not  see  how  I  can  refuse  to*  recognize  him  as 
their  agent. 

Q.  But  when  an  order  is  there  from  the  War  Department  not  to  sell 
to  a  particular  firm,  for  instance,  Remington  &  Sons,  for  certain  reasons, 
they  being  held  to  be  agents  of  the  French  government,  a  belligerent 
party,  would  you  not  consider  it  your  duty,  when  such  a  man  comes  as 
the  agent  of  another,  to  inform  the  Department  of  it,  suspecting  that  it 
is  merely  a  straw  proceeding  and  that  the  arms  are  to  go  to  a  belliger- 
ent?— A.  I  should  have  my  hands  full  if  I  went  into  the  ramifications 
of  business  in  New  York  and  suspicions,  and  agents,  who  were  and  were 
not  agents  of  parties.  They  are  together;  you  can  hardly  tell  in  some 
transactions  who  is  in  and  who  is  out. 

Q.  Did  you  not  consider  this  an  extraordinary  case  f — A.  I  did  not, 
because  sometimes  the  real  purchaser  is  behind,  and  nobody  knows  who 
he  is.  A  mere  man  who  has  no  money  or  means  conies  forward,  but  he 
is  a  man  of  standing. 

Q.  Your  construction  of  the  order  not  to  sell  to  the  Remingtons  was 
simply  this,  not  to  sell  to  them,  when  either  Mr.  Remington  himself  or  his 
acknowledged  agent,  Mr.  Squire,  came;  but  whenever  you  had  any 
reason  to  suspect  that  Remington  was  transacting  his  business  through 
a  third  party  you  were  fully  authorized 

Tfie  Chairman.  Pause  right  there.  Has  the  w  itness  testified  to  any 
snch  thing  ? 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  I  am  merely  asking  him  a  question. 

The  Chairman.  I  object  to  that. 

Mr.  SoHURZ.  I  will  put  it  in  another  way,  then.  (To  the  witness.) 
The  War  Department  having  instructed  you  not  to  sell  to  E.  Reming- 
ton &  Sons,  they  being  held  by  the  War  Dei)artment  to  be  French 
agents,  would  you  have  considered  yourself  bound  only  by  such  an  order 
when  Remington  himself  or  his  acknowledged  agent,  Colonel  Squire, 
came  to  you  t  Would  you  not  have  considered  it  your  duty  when  Rem- 
ington appeared  as  the  agent  of  a  third  person,  at  least  to  notify  the  War 
Department  of  the  circumstance? — A.  I  just  stated  that  I  thought  a 
man  being  an  agent  does  not  att'ect  the  original  purchaser  at  all. 

Q.  There  seemed  to  be  a  great  hurry  about  Richardvson's  purchase  of 
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the  breecb -loaders,  as  appears  from  General  Dyer's  letter,  where  be  asks 
the  Ordnance  Bureau  here,  Mnjor  Benet  in  charge,  to  telef^apb  him  at 
what  time  5,000  Springfield  breech-loaders  could  be  delivered,  within 
what  time  10,000  could  be,  and  so  on  ? — A.  I  saw  the  letter. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Before  this  examination  proceeds  on  the  basis  that 
there  was  "  hurry,"  I  suggest  that  the  witness  be  asked  whether  from 
the  mere  fact  of  that  information  being  asked  he  would  infer  that  there 
was  any  speed  or  haste,  or  simply  that  the  man  wanted  information. 
The  question  put  by  General  Schurz  asssumes  that  there  was  great  haste. 
It  does  not  seem  so  to  me  at  all. 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  get  the  idea  that  he  can  establish  the  haste. 
I  do  not  see  it  from  the  correspondence. 

Mr.  ScnuRZ.  Here  are  other  letters. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Call  for  any  fact. 

The  Cuairman.  I  have  sat  here  and  heard  General  Sehurz  put  words 
in  the  witness's  mouth  time  after  time,  and  put  questions  which  no 
lawyer  in  a  court  would  be  allowed  for  one  minute  to  put,  and  yet  I 
thought  it  not  best  to  interrupt  him,  but  let  him  put  the  questions  in  his 
own  way,  and  then  we  would  put  direct  questions  an<l  let  the  witne^^s 
explain  ;  but!  do  think  it  is  an  unfair  way. 

Mr.  ScnuRZ.  1  will  put  the  questions,  then,  differently. ' 

Mr.  Carpenter.  The  objection  which  1  make,  and  the  only  one  1 
have  to  it  in  any  way  is,  that,  this  being  an  open. investigation  and  the 
press  represented,  this  kind  of  questioning  carries  out  what  seems  to  me 
to  be  a  totally  false  impression,  what  I  think  will  turn  out  to  be  so  when 
all  the  testimony  is  in.  Therefore,  I  think  the  questions  to  be  put 
should  be  questions  and  not  statements. 

By  Mr.SciiUKZ: 

Q.  Well,  General  Dyer  requests  the  Ordnance  Bureau  here.  Major 
Bendt  in  charge,  to  telegraph  within  what  time  certain  numbers  of 
Springfield  breech-loading  muskets  could  be  delivered;  within  what 
time  5,000  could  be  delivered ;  within  what  time  10,000  could  bo  deliv- 
ered; within  what  time  20,000  could  be  delivered  with  ammunition,  and 
what  number  with  ammunition  could  be  delivered  generally  f — A.  That 
is  the  letter  of  December  10,  1870. 

Q.  He  afterward,  in  his  letter  of  December  13,  (j).  110,)  asks  the  Ord- 
nance Bureau  here.  Colonel  Beuetin  charge,  to  send  new  and  serviceable 
muskets  of  the  model  of  18G0,  by  fast  freight,  to  the  New  York  agenc}^  f 
— A.  That  is  the  way  they  all  came. 

Q.  And  to  have  them  in  readiness  for  delivery  in  New  York  at  as 
early  a  day  as  practicable.  I  will  say  nothing  about  haste ;  but  merely 
ask  you  whether  you  had  any  conversation  with  General  Dyer  on  the 
subject  at  the  time? — A.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  do  not  recollect  any  con- 
versations.   His  letters  of  instruction  were  there  to  sell. 

Q.  You  say  you  did  not  take  any  part  in  these  transactions  at  all  ? — 
A.  When  my  superior  is  present,  I  never  take  any  part  of  any  promi- 
nence whatever.  I  am  sometimes  consulted.  Of  course,  I  am  frequently 
consulted  by  him  in  regard  to  these  questions. 

Q.  Did  General  Dyer  consult  you  on  this  matter? — A.  I  do  not  recol- 
lect that  he  did  consult  me  in  relation  to  this  question,  beyond  the  mere 
fact  that  the  sale  of  these  arms  w^ould  be  a  good  thing. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  Mr.  Thomas  liichardson  asked  for  a 
rapid  delivery  of  these  arms! — A.  I  do  not  recollect,  but  during  those 
times,  everywhere  the  railroad  cars  were  filled  with  fast  freight  coming 
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to  yew  York;  some  so  fast  that  it  had  to  come  by  express.  Every 
roeaus  was  resorted  to  by  parties  to  get  their  goods  iii  time  to  meet  the 
emergencies  of  the  case.  • 

Q.  Was  there  any  correspondence  on  this  subject  betweeu  Mr.  Kich- 
anlson  and  yourself! — A.  ^one  whatever. 

Q.  And  you  say  you  did  not  see  Mr.  Richardson  about  that  time  in 
your  office  in  l^ew  York  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  There  was  also  a  proposition  made  according  to  this  correspondence 
for  an  exchange  of  Remington  arms.  Do  you  remember  the  part  of  the 
corresi>ondeDce  where  it  occurs  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  "The  question  of  exchange/^  says  General  Dyer,  "is  more  espe- 
cially to  be  considered,  as  it  is  not  deemed  best  to  materially  deplete 
our  present  limited  supply  of  breech-loaders,  even  of  inferior  models, 
to  extend  below  the  present  quantity."  And  above  that,  "if  an  ex- 
change of  lo,000  to  20,000,  or  more,  of  these  muskets,  now  in  tlie  hands 
of  troops,  for  an  equal  number  of  Remington  arms,  could  be  made  by 
the  Department,  it  is  wortliy  of  consideration  whether  it  is  not  desira- 
ble that  it  should  be  done."  Were  you  ever  consulted  about  that 
matter  f — A.  1  do  not  recollect  anything  about  it  particularly. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  conversation  between  Mr.  Remington  and 
General  Dyer  upon  that  subject  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  particularly. 

Q.  So  you  do  not  know  whether  any  proposition  was  made  on  that 
matter? — A.  Not  at  tbis  moment's  recollection. 

Q.  The  sale  of  breech.-loaders  went  through  ^^our  hands? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  General  Dyer  as  to  w  hether 
the  sale  of  those  breech-loaders  should  be  made  dependent  on  an  ex- 
change for  Remington  arms  ? — A.  No,  sir;  as  1  understand  your  ques- 
tion, I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Who  made  Mr.  Richardson's  deposit  of  20  per  cent.  ? — A.  None 
was  made;  and  I  will  explain  the  character  of  the  purchase  so  as  to 
show  why.  The  purchase  was  of  this  character,  that  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  would  deliver  as  rapidly  as  they  could  get  the  arms. 
It  was  an  open  purchase.  The  United  States  was  not  bound  to  deliver 
to  Mr.  Thomas  Richardson  under  a  specific  contract  at  all.  If  anybody 
had  come  in  at  that  time  and  offered  me  a  higher  price  for  that  material, 
I  should  have  informed  Richardson  that  he  w  ould  have  to  increase  his 
price  also.  It  was  left  open  ;  there  were  no  stipulations  binding  the 
United  States  Government.  It  was  of  that  open  character,  requiring 
no  margin  under  those  circumstances. 

Q.  So,  as  I  understand  you,  there  was  no  deposit  made  by  Mr.  Rich- 
ardson ? — A.  No  margin  deposited  by  Mr.  Richardson.  The  goods  were 
taken  almost  immediatelv. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  the  goods  w'ere  delivered  ? — A.  They  are  shown 
in  the  Exhibit  No.  1,  which  is  before  you. 

Q.  Can  you  point  them  out! — A.  The  exhibit  contains  the  official 
record  of  the  receipt.  On  the  11th  of  January,  1871,  he  received  8,000; 
on  the  1st  of  February  is  the  second  delivery  of  10,000,  and  on  the  same 
day  1,000,000  rounds  of  ammunition.  The  31st  of  March  was  the  last 
delivery. 

Q.  You  say  that  no  margin  was  put  up  at  all  f — A,  No  margin  was 
deposited. 

Q.  And  that  the  bargain  was  considered  open  until  the  delivery  was 
made? — A.  It  was  an  open  purchase.  As  he  paid  for  his  goods  we  gave 
them  to  him.  His  contract  that  far  was  fulfilled;  and  the  next  lot  he 
took  was  next  contract,  and  so  on. 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Entire  payment  was  made  at  the  time  of  delivery  ? — A.  Prior  to 
tlie  delivery  in  all  (51ises. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Was  there  any  special  contract  witli  Richardson  about  that 
matter? — A.  ]So,  sir;  the  Government  of  the  United  States  were  in 
that  position,  free  to  act. 

Q.  Was  there  any  special  understanding  with  him  I — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  wa«  any  special  understanding  with 
Eemington  about  that  matter  ? — A.  There  was  not,  so  far  as  I  was  con- 
cerned. 

Q.  I  find  in  this  correspondence  a  letter  addressed  to  General  Dyer 
by  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co. : 

"  We  are  still  in  doubt  about  the  Springftelds.  The  parties  hang  fire, 
but  we  are  still  in  hopes  to  sell  them,  and  also  the  batteries.  The  latter 
we  expect  an  answer  about  by  cable  every  day." 

And  in  the  same  letter,  a  few  lines  further  on  : 

"  As  soon  as  we  get  our  cable  dispatch,  we  will  communicate  with 
you  by  telegram  at  once." 

Do  you  know  anything  about  that  transaction  ? — A.  I  know  about  the 
inquiry  for  the  batteries,  but  about  the  Springfields  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing. I  know  that  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.  made*  inquiry  for  batteries, 
and  I  know  that  the  authority  for  them  to  purchase  was  given  at  stated 
prices,  and  that  was  subsequently  transferred  to  another  purchaser. 

Q.  Did  they  transact  any  business  personally  with  you  ? — A.  Smith, 
Crosby  &  Co.  were  in  my  office ;  they  had  some  business  connection 
with  me. 

-  Q.  Did  they  tell  you  anything  about  the  bargain  they  expected  to 
make  and  concerning  which  they  expected  cable  dispatches  ? — A.  No, 
sir.    You  see  that  was  correspondence  with  General  Dyer. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  it! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Yesterday  I  asked  you  a  question  about  some  Remington  Navy 
muskets  that  had  been  sold  to  Poultney  &  Trimble  of  Baltimore,  and  you 
said  you  received  the  margin  I — A.  1  received  the  margin  by  authority 
of  my  Department,  and  that  margin  was  transferred  through  my  office 
to  the  Springfield  armory. 

Q.  Why  was  that  margin  deposited  with  you  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell.  It 
was  done  by  advices  from  Washington.     Why,  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  yesterday  that  the  transaction  did  not 
pass  through  your  hands  at  all  f — A.  Not  at  all.  I  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  it. 

»<•  Q.  Was  the  depositing  of  the  margin  with  you  a  mere  accident?— A. 
Merely  an  accident. 

Q.  And  the  whole  business,  according  to  what  yon  say,  the  margin 
being  deposited  at  Springfield,  was  transacted  there  ? — A.  That  ended 
my  entire  connection  with  the  matter. 

Q.  Did  you  draw  the  conclusion,  from  the  f^ict  that  the  margin  \vas 
deposited  at  Springfield,  that  the  transaction  was  made  there  f — A.  I 
presume  it  was  made  there.  I  would  not  say  it  was  made  there  because 
probably  full  payments  were  to  be  received  there,  but  the  transaction, 
I  presume,  must  have  been  with  the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  Where  are  margins  usually  put  up ;  at  the  place  where  the  transnc- 
tion  occurs  ? — A.  The  transaction  may  occur  in  Washington,  and  the 
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margin  be  put  up  at  New  York.  The  margins  are  put  up  wherever  the 
goods  are  delivered. 

Q.  Is  that  by  special  directibn  ? — A.  Yes,  by  fipecial  direction,  because 
the  money  always  comes  into  the  hands  of  the  agent  that  delivers  the 
goods. 

Q.  Is  not  the  margin  frequently  put  up  where  the  goods  are  sold  ? — 
A.  Invariably;  not  where  they  are  sold,  but  where  they  are  delivered. 

Q.  Would  you  draw  the  conclusion,  from  the  fact  that  the  margin 
was  put  up  at  Springfield,  that  the  goods  were  delivered  there  f 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  sold  quantities  of  ordnance  stores  to  one  or  more  German 
honsesin  New  York,  did  you  not! — A.  Yes,  sir;  some  of  the  largest 
and  most  prominent  dealers  are  the  German  house  of  H.  Boker  &  Co. 

Q.  You  have  been  asked  by  General  Schurz  if  you  had  not  certain 
suspicions  as  to  where  arms  were  going  to  that  were  sold  to  llemington 
&  Sons.  Were  or  were  not  your  suspicions  quite  as  strong  that  arms 
sold  to  German  houses  were  going  to  Germany ! — A.  It  would  be  anat- 
nral  inference  that  a  German  house  would  supply  Germany  and  a  French 
house  France. 

Q.  But  you  sold  to  them  as  merchants  ? — A.  As  merchants. 

Q.  And  did  not  deem  it  your  duty  to  inquire  ? — A.  No ;  it  would  have 
l)een  interminable,  and  I  could  never  have  found  out  anything,  either. 
They  are  too  smart  ill  their  business  for  that. 

Q.  Your  order,  if  I  understand  you,  was  to  deliver  all  arms  sold,  on 
the  dock  ? — A.  Arms  sold  were  delivered  at  the  piers  and  docks  in  New 
York  City.  , 

Q.  Now  state  whether,  if  any  were  delivered  from  lighters  directly 
to  the  steamers,  the  person  ^o  delivering  did  it  in  obedience  or  in  oppo- 
sition to  orders  ? — A.  If  they  were  delivered  from  lighters  to  vessels,  it 
was  done  not  by  the  consent  or  sanction  of  my  office.  It  w^as,  as  I  said 
before,  a  matter  between  the  purchaser  and  the  lightermen.  If  they 
chose  to  make  an  outside  bargain  between  themselves,  I  could  not  avoid 
that.  I  agreed  to  deliver  them  on  the  piers  and  docks,  and  did  not  de- 
liver them  anywhere  else,  as  far  as  I  was  concerned. 

Q.  Had  you  any  Actual  knowledge  that  Kichardson  was  purchasing 
for  Remington  &  Sons? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  after  making  such  inquiries  as  you  did,  you  were  satisfied 
that  he  was  not  f~A.  As  I  said,  I  made  the  inquiries  which  I  regarded 
as  sufficient  evidence. 

Q.  General  Schurz,  I  think,  put  the  question  to  you  whether,  if  any 
gentleman  here  had  made  a  proposition  for  arms,  you  would  inquire 
iuto  their  status  and  the  purpose  for  which  they  were  purchasing.  I 
will  put  this  question :  If  General  Schurz  should  have  made  a  proposi- 
tion to  you  to  buy  arms,  would  you  have  regarded  it  your  duty  to  make 
inquiries  whether  he  was  a  Prussian  agent  or  not  ? — A.  No,  sir.  I  would 
only  want  to  know  the  standing  of  the  gentlemjin,  and  whether  ho  was 
not  prohibited  from  purchasing  by  the  Department. 

Q.  Was  there  any  more  urgency  in  relation  to  the  delivery  of  the 
arms  to  Kichardson  than  any  other  case  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Where  were  the  arms  that  were  sold  to  Remington  &  Sons  on  the 
12th  and  13th  of  October,  1870,  at  the  time  of  the  sale!  Where  were 
they  stored  ? — A.  In  the  various  arsenals  of  the  country,  Frankfordand 
elsewhere. 
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« 

Q.  I  mean  the  Spencer  carbines  and  Eeminj?ton  carbines,  with  the 
ammunition,  sold  on  the  13th.  At  the  date  of  this  sale  where  was  this 
property  then  stored  ? — A.  I  can  furnish  you  that  information,  but  I 
have  not  got  it  here  at  hand. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  arms  after  they  were  put  up?  How  were  they 
put  up,  in  cases'^ — A.  In  cases. 

Q.  Did  you  see  them  after  they  were  put  up  in  cases! — A.  No,  sir;  the 
ori^nal  packages  also  went  out  of  the  country. 

Q.  Were  you  furnished  by  llemington  &  Sons  with  certain  marks  to 
be  put  upon  those  cases? — A.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  Do  they  not  say  they  will  furnish  you  marks? — A.  That  may  be. 
I  am  speaking  now  of  mj^  personal  knowledge.  Those  are  details  which 
I  do  not  go  into. 

Q.  You  do  not  remember  what  the  marks  were,  as  you  iiev^er  saw 
them  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  the  marks  to  be  put  upon  these  boxes 
were  furnished  or  not  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  When  was  the  margin  of  Remington  &  Sons,  or  those  sales  of  Octo- 
ber 12  and  13,  put  up? — A.  It  was  tendered  me  in  Washington;  the 
exact  date  I  cannot  sa^- ;  and  I  told  Colonel  Squire  I  would  not  accept 
it  in  the  city  of  Washington,  as  I  did  not  want  to  become  responsible 
for  taking  checks  of  large  amount  in  my  pocket. 

Q.  It  did  not  come  into  your  possession  for  several  days? — A.  No; 
the  margin  was  tendered  to  me  by  the  agent  of  the  Ilcmingtons,  and  I 
declined  to  receive  it. 

Q.  When  was  that? — A.  I  cannot  tell  y.ou  the  day  when  that  margin 
was  tendered.  It  was  tendered  in  Wasliington,  and  I  declined  to  re- 
ceive it,  and  wrote  a  letter  to  the  parties  tilling  them  that  this  declina- 
tion did  not  vitiate  the  bargain. 

Q.  Is  this  the  letter  ? 

"  Washington,  D.  C,  October  15,  1870. 

"Gentlemen:  I  have  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  this  date,  with 
certified  check  on  First  National  Bank  of  New  York  for  $90,000,  the 
same  being  the  margin  required  to  bind  the  purchase  of  certain  Rem- 
ington and  Spencer  carbines  and  cartridges,  which  margin  is  accepted; 
but  I  return  the  check  herewith,  and  request  that  yon  will  present  it  at 
my  office  in  New  York,  where  proper  papers  will  be  executed. 
"Please  acknowledge  this. 

*'Kespectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

*<  S.  CRISPIN, 
^^  Brevet  Colonel  and  Major  of  Ordnance. 

^'^lessrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  Washington  CityP 

Was  that  the  first  tender  of  the  margin  ? — A.  That  I  cannot  say. 
This,  of  course,  is  the  best  evidence  we  have  before  us,  in  the  absence 
of  my  recollection.    I  cannot  tell  whether  the  date  is  correct  or  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  any  of  the  guns  which  were  sold  to  Richardson, 
put  up  in  cases? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  never  saw  any  of  those  arms  which  were  sold  after  they  were 
ready  for  delivery? — A.  No,  sir;  I  may  have  seen  a  few,  but,  talking 
generally,  those  arms  usually  came  packed  in  cases,  aqd  were  transferred 
in  that  way. 

Q.  You  cannot  call  to  mind  at  this  time  ever  having  seen  private  marks 
on  any  of  those  boxes  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
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B  J  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Do  yoiv  know  where  tli^  arras  sold  to  the  German  bouses  were  de- 
livered f — A.  I  cannot  tell  you  where  tliey  were  delivered.  Some  one 
of  my  employes,  that  General  Schurz  inquired  about,  can  give  you  that 
information. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  sale  of  the  Rainingtou  carbines  of  the  13th  of 
October,  1870,  was  that  sale  before  or  after  the  receipt  of  the  dispatch  ? — 
A.  It  is  my  opinion  that  the  sale  was  consummated,  as  far  as  the  War 
Department  was  concerned,  prior  to  that  dispatch,  but  I  would  not  give 
it  as  positive  evidence. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  ask  you,  as  a  man  who  has  long  been  in  the  business  of  selling, 
and  as  a  military''  man,  if  the  sales,  during  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1871,  were  not  the  most  advantageous  to  th^  Government? — A.  I  do 
not  think  they  could  have  been  better.  I  think  the  Government  real- 
ized many  millions  of  dollars  in  excess  of  what  the  ordinary  market 
would  have  afforded. 

Q.  If  the  Government  hAd  omitted  to  have  made  those  sales  within 
those  limits,  could  they  have  been  sold  for  anything  like  that  sum  sub- 
sequently!— A.  ^ot  unless  some  emergency  arose. 

Q.  I  mean  now. — A.  No,  sir  5  they  could  not  have  been  sold  at  any- 
thing like  those  figures.    We  would  gladly  have  accepted  ten  dollars 

for  a  Springfield  musket  prior  to  that  date. 

> 

B^'  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  And  they  were  sold  forliow  much  ? — A.  For  $12  25  new;  cleaned 
and  repaired,  which  sold  at  $7  prior,  were  afterwards  sold  for  $9  30. 
We  would  probably  have  gone  down  on  those  prices  rather  than  have 
missed  sales  with  surplus  guns  ou  our  hands. 


Exhibit  iso.  14. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WasMngiorij  October  20, 1870. 

Sni  :  Mr.  Charles  Wright  having  failed  to  put  up  the  required  mar- 
gin of  20  per  cent,  of  the  amount  of  his  bid  for  arms  and  ammunition, 
within  the  time  limited  by  the  terms  of  sale,  his  bid  has  been  rejected, 
and  the  following  awards  have  been  made,  viz  : 

To  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  40,000  new  Springfield  muskets,  cal.  .58, 
^2  30  each ;  110,000  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets,  cal.  .58, 
89  30 each;  25,000,000  cartridges,  cal.  .577,  per  1,000,  $16  30. 

To  Herman  Boker  &  Co.,  50,000  new  Springfield  muskets,  cal.  .58, 
$12  10  each. 

To  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  100,000  new  Springfield  muskets, 
cal.  .58,  $12  05  each. 

To  A.  B.  Steinberger,  about  6,300  cleaned  and  repaired  Enflelds, 
$5  30  each. 

To  General  W.  B.  Franklin,  all  new  Enfields,  (between  30,000  and 
40,000,)  $7  75. 

You  are  authorized  to  deliver  the  ordnance  stores  to  the  parties 
named  above,  at  New  York  City,  without  charge  for  boxes. 
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Certified  checks,  or  their  equivalents,  for  twenty  per  cent,  of  tbe 
amount  of  each  award  must  be  deposited  in  your  hands,  as  follows,  viz: 
Messrs.  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  Herman  Boker  &  Co.,  Schuyler,  Hart- 
ley &  Graham,  by  4  o'clock  p.  m.,  on  Friday,  the  21st  instant ;  and  W. 
B.  Franklin,  A.  B.  Steinberger,  by  4  o'clock  p.  m.,  on  Saturday,  the  22d 
instant.  • 

All  the  stores  are  to  be  paid  for  prior  to  their  delivery,  and  the  final 
payment  on  each  and  every  award  must  be  made  within  thirty  days 
from  this  date. 

All  the  new  Springfield  muskets  of  the  "  Colt's,^'  "Larason,"and 
Amoskeag  manufacture,  and  enough  muskets  of  other  contract  manu- 
facture to  complete  190,000,  will  be  delivered  on  this  order. 

Instructions  will  be  sent  to  the  arsenals  named  in  the  appended  list, 
to  fill  all  requisitions  that  you  may  make  on  them  for  arms  and  ammu- 
nition. 

You  will  be  governed  strictly  by  these  instructions,  and  no  departure 
whatever  from  them  will  be  permitted. 

Kespectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Box  1811,  New  YorJ:. 


United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

New  York,  October  21,  1870. 

Gentlemen  :*  You  were  telegraphed  and  written  to  by  the  Chief  of 
Ordnance  yesterday  to  the  effect  that  the  following  award  was  made  to 
you,  to  wit: 
40,000  new  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .58,  at  $12  30  each. 
110,000  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .58,  at  $0  30 
each. 
25,000,000  cartridges,  caliber  .577,  at  $16  30  per  thousand. 
xVlso  that  the  twenty  per  cent,  margin  required  by  the  terms  of  sale 
must  be  deposited  w  ith  this  office,  tcithout  fail,  to-day  before  4  p.  m. 
This  is  in  confirmation  of  the  above,  and  is  to  provide  for  the  possible 
contingency  that  your  notification  has  not  reached  you. 
Very  respectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance, 

Messrs.  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  Neic  York, 


October  21, 1870. 

Certified  check  on  National  Bank  of  the  Republic  dated  October  21, 
1870,  for  $384,500,  deposited  by  one  of  the  firm  in  person,  being  the  20 
per  cent,  margin  required  from  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  on  their  awar 
of  the  20th  of  October,  1870. 

Memoranda :  Austin  Baldwin  applied  for  deliveries  as  follows,  to  wit : 
October      22,  1870.    10,000,000  musket  cartridges,  caliber  .577. 

November  17  1870  I  ^^'^^^  "^^  Springfield  muskets. 

'  •  (  18,000  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets. 
November  23,  1870.  35,000  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets. 
December  23, 1870.    20,000  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets. 
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Memorandum  bill, 

New  York,  October  20, 1870. 

Austin  Baldwin  &  Co., 

Bought  of  the  United  Stfites  Ordnance  Department : 

40,000  Sprini;:field  rifled  muskets,  caliber  .58,  new,  with  a^lpen- 
dages,  contained  in  2,001  arm-chests,  at  $12  30  each,  in- 
cluding appendages  and  chests $492, 000 

110,000  Springtield  rifled  muskets,  caliber  .58,  cleaned  and  re 
paired,  with  appendages,  contained  in  5,501  arm-chests, 
at  $9  30  each,  appendages  and  arm-chests  included 1, 023, 000 

25,000  elongated  ball  cartridges,  caliber  .574,  contained  in 
2,500  boxes,  at  $16  30  per  thousand,  including  boxes 407, 500 

Total 1, 922, 500 


Date  of  paymeut.  Date  of  orders  for  delivery. 

1870.  1870. 

Oct.  21,  check  for  margin $384, 500 

Oct.  25,  check  for  delivery. . .  163, 000    Oct.  25,  10,000,000  cartridges, 

^ov.  12,  check  for  delivery. . .  254, 500    Nov.  12, 15,000,000  cartridges. 

Sov.>7,chect  for^euveo-...  «, 400 { "-^'^ATre-pS-?'' "^ 
XoY.  23,  check  for  delivery...  139,500«Kov.  26,  35,000  cleaned  and 
Nov.  26,  check  for  delivery. . .  186, 000  \     repaired. 

Dec.24,check  for  delivery...  1^5, 600 {  ^^^J^^^^^^^^  ^^^''^^^^^^  ^^^ 

1, 922, 500 

Cheeks  National  Bank  of  the  Republic,  drawn  by  Austin  Baldwin  & 
To.,  in  favor  of  Col.  Crispin. 

This  delivery  consumed  the  marginal  check,  being  the  last  delivery. 

Deposited  in  Assistant  United  States  Treasury,  October  22, 

1870 $384, 500 

Deposited  in  Assistant  United  States  Treasury,  October  26, 

1870 163, 000 

Deposited  in  Assistant  United  States  Treasury,  November 

15, 1870 244, 000 

Deposited  in  Assistant  United  States  Treasury,  November 

19, 1870 \ 659, 400 

Deposited  in  Assistant  United  States  Treasury,  November 

26, 1870 139,  500 

Deposited  in  Assistant  United  States  Treasury,  December 

1, 1870 : 186, 000 

Deposited  in  Assistant  United  States  Treasury,  December 

21, 1870 145, 600 

Total .^g.^ 1, 922, 500 
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:New  York  City,  October  21, 1870. 

Gents  :  You  were  telefifrapbed  and  written  to  by  the  Chief  of  Ord- 
nance yesterday,  to  the  effect  that  the  following  award  was  made  to  yon, 
to  wit : 

One  hundred  thousand  new  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .58,  at  $12  05 
each  ;  also  that  the  20  per  cent,  margin  required  by  the  terms  of  the 
sale  must  be  deposited  with  this  office,  tri^Aott^/(i«7,  to-day,  before  4  p.m. 
This  is  in  confirmation  of  the  above,  and  is  to  provide  for  the  possible 
contingency  that  your  notification  has  not  reached  j-ou. 
Respectfull}',  vour  obedient  servant, 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  U.  S,  -4..,  Major  of  Ordnance. 

Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley'  &  Graham, 

Neio  York, 


*  New  York,  October  21, 1870. 

Dear  Sir  :  Inclosed  you  have  a  check  for  $241,000,  being  the  20  per 
cent,  margin  required,  agreeable  to  General  Dyer's  award,  in  our  offer 
for  100,000  new  Springfield  rifled  muskets,  with  bayonets,  at  $12  05. 
No  charge  for  cases  or  implements ;  delivered  at  pier  in  New  York. 
Yours,  trulj-, 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 
Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

Ordnance  Officer, 


New  York,  November  11,  1870. 

Col.  S.  Crispin  :  Order  1,000  cases  more  of  Spriugfields  here,  as  soon 
as  possible. 
Yours, 

S.  II.  &  G. 


New  York,  November  11,  1870. 

Dear  Sir  :  We  ordered  from  you  this  morning  20,000  Spriugfields; 
10,000  Spriugfields  yesterday.    We  want  you,  in  addition  to  the  above, 
to  order  the  balance  of  our  award,  namely  50,000.    Have  them  ordered 
at  once  ;  and  as  fast  as  they  arrive,  send  us  invoices,  and  Ave  will  x)ay. 
Yours,  truly, 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 
Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

Ordnance  Agency, 


Memoranda  of  bid,  October  IM),  1870. 

Scuuvleu,  Hartley  &  Graham: 

Bought  of  United  States  Ordnance  Department,  100,000  Springfield 
rifled  muskets,  caliber  .58,  new,  with  appendages,  contained  in  6,000 
arm-chests,  at  $12  05  each,  appendages  and  arm-chests  included, 
$1,205,000. 
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Date  of  payment.  Date  of  order  for  delivery. 

Oct.  21,  '70,  check  for  margin. .  $241, 000. 

Nov.  3,  '70,  check  for  delivery.  241, 000— Nov.  3,  '70. .  20, 000  arms. 
Nov.  11,  '70,  check  for  delivery.  120, 500— Nov.  11,  '70. .  10, 000  arms. 
Nov.  14,  '70,  check  for  deliverv.  241, 000— Nov.  14,  '70. .  20, 000 arms. 
Nov.  15,  '70,  check  for  delivery.  241, 000— Nov.  15,  '70 . ,  20, 000 arms. 
Nov.  10,  '70,  check  for  delivery.  *120, 500— Nov.  16,  '70. .  30, 000  arms. 

1, 205,  000  100,  000 


Checks  on  Manhattan  Company,  New  York,  drawn  by  Schuyler,  Hart 
ley  &  Graham,  in  favor  of  Colonel  Crispin. 
These  orders  are  on  file. 

$241, 000  00  deposited  in  United  States  subtreasury,  Oct.  22,  1870. 
241, 000  00  deposited  in  United  States  sub-treasury,  Nov.  4, 1870. 
120,500  00  deposited  in  United  States  subtreasury,  Nov.  11,  1870. 
241, 000  00  deposited  in  United  States  sub-treasury,  Nov.  15,  1870. 
241, 000  00  deposited  in  United  States  sub-treasury,  Nov.  16,  1870. 
120, 500  00  deposited  in  United  States  subtreasury,  Nov.  16,  1870. 


1,  205, 000  00 


New  York  City,  October  21, 1870. 

Gents:  You  were  telegraphed  and  written  to  by  the  Chief  of  Ord- 
nance yesterday  to  the  eftect  that  the  following  award  was  made  to  you, 
to  wit,  50,000  new  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .58,  at  $12  10  each  ; 
also  that  the  20  per  cent,  margin  required  by  the  terms  of  sale  must  be 
deposited  with  this  office,  without  fail,  to-day,  before  4  p.  m.  This  is  in 
confirmation  of  the  above,  and  is  to  provide  for  the  possible  contingency 
that  your  notification  has  not  reached  you. 

Yery  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  CIUSPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  U,  S,  -1.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 

Messrs.  Herman  Boker  &  Co.,  New  YorJc. 


New  York,  October  21,  1870. 

Colonel:  In   accordance  with  your  letter  of  this  day,  requiring  a 
margin  of  20  per  cent,  on  the  award  made  on  our  bid  of  18th  instant, . 
to  wit,  60,000  new  Sprin;;:: field  rilicd  muskets,  at  $12  10  each,  we  here- 
with inclose  our  certified  check   on  St.   Nicholas  National  Bank  for 
$121,000. 

Very  respectfully, 

IlEILAIAN  BOKER  &  CO. 
Colonel  S.  CRisriN, 

Major  of  Ordnance^  Orecne  and  Houston^  Xcic  YorJc. 

•  This  chock  is  added  to  tho  margin,  and  pays  for  last  delivery. 
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Kew  York  City,  October  22, 1870. 

Colonel  :  Will  you  please  order  to  be  here  by  Tuesday  morning 
next  twenty  thousand  (20,000)  new  Spriugfield  rifled  muskets,  agreea- 
ble to  our  award,  and  oblige, 
Yours,  respectfully, 

HEEMAN  BOKER  &  CO. 
Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

Majo)-  of  Ordnance^  Xeio  Torh, 

P.  S. — Balance  we  shall  wr.nt  during  next  week. 


New  York  City,  October  28, 1870. 

Colonel  :  Will  you  please  deliver  to  us  at  once  the  balance  of  the 
new  Springfields  due  on  our  award  of  50,000 — say  30,000 — and  oblige, 
Yours,  respectfully, 

HERMAN  BOKER  &  CO. 
Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

Major  of  Ordnance,  Greene  and  Houston,  New  YorTc. 


Memoranda  of  bill. 

October  20, 1870. 

Messrs.  H.  Boker  &  Co.  : 

Bought  of  United  States  Ordnance  Department  50,000  Springfield 
rifled  muskets,  caliber  .58,  new,  with  appendages,  contained  in  2,500 
arm-chests,  at  $12  10  each,  appendages  and  chesta  included,  $605,000 : 

October  21, 1870,  check,  as  margin.  .$121,  000 

October  25, 1870,  check,  for  delivery.  242, 000 — Order  for  delivery  given 

October  25, 1870. 
November  1, 1870,  check,  for  delivery .  242, 000 — Order  for  delivery  given 

November  1, 1870. 


605, 000 


These  checks  were  on  St.  Nicholas  National  Bank  of  New  York, 
drawn  to  order  of  United  States  ordnance  agency  by  II.  Boker  &  Co. 
$121,000  deposited  in  United  States  sub-treasury,  October  22,  1870. 
$242,000  deposited  in  United  States  sub-treasury,  October  26,  1870. 
$242,000  deposited  in  United  States  sub-treasury,  November  1, 1870. 


[Telegram.] 

New  York,  October  21, 1870. 

General  W.  B.  Franklin, 

Coifs  Arms  Company,  Hartford,  Conn, : 

Want  to  see  you  about  your  Enflelds.     Will  you  be  here  to-morrow  ? 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Btevet  Colonel,  U,  S.  A.,  Major  of  O^'dnance. 
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United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

I^mc  TorA',  October  22, 1870. 

General  :  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  the  following  telegram 
Las  been  received  by  me,  viz  : 

"  Hartford,  Connecticut,  October  21, 1870. 

"Colonel  Crispin:  Have  missed  sale  of  Enfields  on  account  of  delay. 
Declined  to  take  them. 

"COLTS  CO.'' 

It  is  presumed  by  this  office  that  the  Bureau  has  received  this  reply 
to  its  notification  by  telegraph  and  letter  of  the  20th  instant. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  CEISPIN, 
Major  of  Ordnance, 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  U,  8.  A.j  Waahingtonj  D,  C. 


United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

Netv  York,  October  22, 1870. 

General  :  I  have  the  honor  to  report,  in  obedience  to  yours  of  the 
20th  instant,  that  Mr.  A.  B.  Steinberger  has  this  day  deposited  Tvith 
me  a  certified  check  for  $6,678,  being  the  20  per  cent,  on  his  award  of 
6,300  cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance,  ]Ya8hington,  D,  C. 

Note. — Deposited  in  United  States  sub-treasury  $6,678,  October  26, 

1870. 


Washington,  March  18, 1872. 

Silas  Crispin's  examination  continued. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Question.  When  was  the  contract  made  with  Garrison  in  reference  to 
the  sale  of  arms  which  was  canceled  by  the  consent  of  the  Govern- 
ment?—Answer.  That  is  the  award  of  36,000  Enfields.  The  records 
will  show. 

Q.  What  did  you  sell  them  for? — A.  They  were  sold,  I  think,  for 
*8  50. 

Q.  Amounting  to  something  like  a  third  of  a  million  of  dollars  ? — A. 
About  $300,000. 

Q.  Garnson  put  up  his  margin,  as  I  understand! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Could  he  have  had  the  arms  if  he  had  wished  them? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  did  not  take  them  ? — A.  He  did  not  take  them. 

Q.  And  the  Government  had  the  right  to  keep  the  margin  f — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  But  did  not  ? — A.  It  did  not. 

Q.  Why? — A.  It  returned  it,  because  a  margin  is  put  up  as  an  er.uiv- 
Us  A 
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alent  on  the  part  of  the  purchaser  for  a  control  i^rauted  for  thirty  days, 
and  of  course  if  that  control  granted  results  in  no  detriment  to  the 
Government,  there  being  no  other  purchaser  in  the  market,  the  Gov- 
ernment has  sufi'ered  no  monetary  damage  from  it.  The  margin  was 
technically,  and  probably  justly,  under  the  contract,  the  property  of 
the  Government;  and  it  was  an  act  of  special  grace  to  return  it. 

Q.  You  made  the  contract,  and  when  he  put  up  the  margin  yon  held 
that  he  no  longer  had  control  of  that  margin,  under  any  circumstances  ! — 
A.  I  do  not  think  he  had. 

Q.  If  there  had  been  any  competition  for  the  purchase  of  those  36,000. 
Enfield  rifles,  and  he  had  overbid  other  parties,  what  then  ? — A.  Then 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  would  have  suffered  a  monetary 
loss ;  and  the  margin  in  that  event  should  not  have  been  returned. 

Q.  That  is,  the  Government  would  have  retained  the  margin  ! — A.  The 
Government  ought,  I  think,  under  those  circumstances,  to  have  retained 
it. 

Q.  Suppose,  after  the  sale  of  arms  to  Eemington  &  Sons,  on  the  13th 
of  October,  1870,  the  Government  had  canceled  its  bargain  with  Rem- 
ington &  Sons,  could  Eemington  &  Sons  have  presented  a  claim,  or 
would  it  have  had  any  hold  upon  the  Government,  for  the  damage  done 
them  f — A.  I  should  think  they  ought  to  have  a  claim  for  damages  sus- 
tained. I  mean  to  say  that,  if  a  party  was  deprived  of  his  purchase  for 
which  he  had  made  all  his  monetary  arrangements,  and  had  a  right  to 
expect  the  completion  of,  and  the  Government  canceled  it,  he  should  in 
equity  be  entitled  to  some  claim  for  damages. 

Q.  What  is  customary  among  business  men  in  a  case  like  this  :  Sup- 
pose a  party  had  bought  of  the  Government,  and  then  should  sell  to 
other  parties,  the  goods  to  be  delivered  as  soon  as  he  had  obtained  them 
from  the  Government,  and  the  Government  afterward  refused  to  fulfill 
its  contract  ? — A.  The  Government,  in  that  case,  would  have  failed  to 
fulfill  its  contract. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Would  you  have  considered  the  bargain  concluded  about  those 
Enfield  rifles  an  advantageous  bargain  for  the  United  States? — A.  If  it 
had  been  concluded  it  would  have  been  an  advantageous  bargain. 

Q.  Was  not,  according  to  your  construction,  the  bargain  really  cou- 
cluded,  the  margin  having  been  put  up  ? — A.  It  was  not  concluded  * 
because  the  purchase-money  was  not  paid,  and  we  never  delivered  until 
we  got  the  money,  and  we  always  credited  the  margin  on  the  last  pay- 
ment. 

Q.  Would  there  not,  therefore,  have  been  good  reason  for  the  Goveni- 
ment  to  hold  the  margin,  the  Government  having  been  damaged  by  his 
not  taking  the  goods! — A.  I  do  not  think  the  Government  were 
damaged,  because  there  was  no  other  customer  in  the  market.  We  could 
not  have  sold  them  at  all. 

Q.  Is  not  that  just  the  reason  the  Government  was  damaged? — A. 
The  margin  is  for  the  control  granted;  and  the  control  gianted  re- 
sulted in  nothing  whatever.  It  was  no  control  whatever,  because  there 
Avas  nobody  else  to  imrchase,  and  the  Government  suffered  no  damage. 

Q.  You  do  not  understand  my  question.  Enfield  rifles  had  been  sold 
to  C.  K.  Garrison,  and  the  margin  had  been  put  up  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  According  to  your  construction,  the  bargain  was  so  far  coneluded  ? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  was  no  further  demand,  as  you  say,  for  Enfield  rifles  in  the 
market,  if  I  have  understood  you  correctly  ? — A.  None. 
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Q.  There  being  no  farther  demand^  it  would  iiave  been  the  interest  of 
the  Governuient  to  hold  Mr.  Garrison  to  his  bargain,  because  he  was  the 
only  bidder,  and  it  was  the  only  bargain  concluded  about  those  Enfield 
rifles;  was  it  not  so  ? — A.  The  margin  put  up  is  an  equivalent  for  the  con- 
trol granted,  because  if  competition  should  spring  up  in  the  mean  time, 
or  auother  purchaser  should  appear  in  the  market,  the  Ooverument  could 
not,  of  course,  deliver  to  the  other  purchaser ;  therefore  it  would  have  sus- 
tained a  monetary  loss ;  but  as  this  case  stood,  there  was  no  such  pur- 
chaser. This  was  the  only  bid,  and  it  was  notorious  that  at  that  time  it 
was  the  only  oflFer  for  Enfields  in  the  whole  market. 

(^  Then,  according  to  your  construction,  the  putting  up  of  a  margin 
reilounds  to  the  benefit  only  of  the  purchaser,  giving  him  certain  rights  f 
—A.  The  Government  has  rights  in  cases  of  competition.  We  draw  a 
distinction  between  cases  where  competition  has  really  existed  and  cases 
where  competition  has  not  existed.  Where  competition  exists  the  Gov- 
ernment would  suffer  a  monetary  loss  by  this  control  of  thirty  days.  If 
no  competition  existed,  the  Government  suffered  no  loss.  My  indorse- 
ment is  as  full  as  I  can  make  it  on  that  question,  and  it  has  been  sus- 
tained by  the  action  of  my  superiors. 

Q.  The  bargain  having  been  advantageous,  as  you  say,  did  not  the 
Government  suifer  a  monetary  loss  just  in  consequence  of  there  being 
no  competition ! — A.  I  cannot  sed,  if  there  was  no  competition,  how  the 
Government  could  suffer  any  loss.  They  could  not  have  sold  tlie  goods. 
There  was  no  purchaser  in  the  market  except  Garrison,  and  if  Garrison 
declined,  it  ended,  so  far  as  the  Government  was  concerned. 

Mr.  Carpenter,  (to  the  witness.)  You  do  not  comprehend  the 
point  that  General  Schurz  makes,  I  think.  His  point  is  this :  that  if  that 
sale  was  an  advantageous  one  to  the  Government,  and  the  purchaser 
did  not  comply,  then  the  Government  suffered,  because  he  did  not  com- 
plete it. 

Mr.  Schurz.  Precisely ;  that  is  what  I  mean  to  say. 

Mr.  Sawyer.  They  did  not  get  an  advantage  which  they  would  have 
had  if  he  had  complied  with  this  contract. 

Mr.  Schurz.  1  will  add,  if  there  had  been  competition  in  market,  so 
that  the  Government  could  have  sold  just  the  same  arms  to  other  par- 
ties! 

The  Witness.  That  affects  the  question  of  margin  that  I  looked  on 
as  an  equivalent  for  the  control. 

Q.  Now  let  me  state  my  question  again.  The  Enfield  rifles  were  sold 
to  C.  K.  Garrison,  and  the  Government  considered  the  bargain  an  advan- 
ta«;eous  one  to  itself.  Mr.  Garrison  put  up  his  margin,  giving  him  con- 
trol of  those  arms  for  thirty  days.    Is  not  that  so  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Garrison  then,  as  you  stated,  did  not  claim  the  arms,  permit- 
ted the  bargain  to  go  by  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  the  mean  time  "the  Government  lost  the  sale,  especially  because 
there  was  no  other  bidder  in  the  market.  Therefore,  was  not  the  Gov- 
ernment damaged  to  the  amount  of  the  profit  that  would  have  been  made 
kv  that  sale  ? — ^A.  I  do  not  see  it. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  is  the  reason  he  did  not  complete  the  sale  t — A.  I  presume 
liis  contract  fell  through  and  he  could  not  put  up  the  balance  of  the 
pui:chase-mottey. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer: 

Q.  You  considered  the  giving  back  of  the  margin  an  act  of  grace  on 
the  part  of  the  Government ! — A.  I  said  in  my  indorsement  they  had 
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a  tecliiiical,  and  might  have  a  just,  right  to  retaia  the  margin.    What 
was  done  was  the  action  of  the  Government,  not  mine. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  I  suppose  the  whole  .thing  amounted  to  this,  simply:  both  parties 
to  the  contract  subsequently  agreed  to  rescind  it  t — A.  That  would 
probably  be  the  construction  which  should  ba  given  to  it. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 
Q.  At  the  instigation  of  the  purchasftr  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Wlien  was  the  margin  put  up  by  Remington  &  Sons  for  the  car- 
bines bought  on  the  12th  and  13th  of  October,  1870  ?— A.  Tliat  margin 
was  tendered  to  me  in  Washington,  and  I  think  the  correspondence  will 
show  the  date. 

Q.  The  correspondence  shows  it  was  put  up  on  the  15th  ! — A.  When 
was  it  tendered  ? 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  it  tendered  to  you  verbally  before  that? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and 
I  declined  to  receive  the  check  because  I  would  not  take  the  responsi- 
bility of  carrying  it  to  New  York. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  It  was  paid  in  New  York  on  the  15th,  was  it  not! — A.  The  record 
will  show  what  date  it  was  actually  delivered  at  my  office. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Having  been  tendered  to  you  in  Washington  on  the  14th,  in  a  certified 
check,  would  it  not  have  been  bad  faith  to  have  refused  it  on  the  15th, 
according  to  your  agreement  here  in  Washington! — A.  That  was  my 
idea  in  regard  to  it. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  Was  there  great  demand  at  that  tinae  in  the  market  for  breech- 
loading  carbines! — A.  I  think  we  can  say  that  there  was  a  demand  at 
that  time  for  them. 

Q.  Was  not  that  sale  made  at  a  time  when,  as  you  stated  in  your 
testimony  formerly-,  the  demand  for  arms  became  very  great  in  the 
market  ? — A.  That  sale  was  made  at  a  time  when  it  was  at  the  height 
of  the  market. 

Q.  Would  there  have  been  any  difficulty,  if  the  Government  wanted 
to  sell  those  carbines  and  the  bargain  with  Remington  had  been  can- 
celed, in  selling  those  carbines  ! — A.  I  cannot  state. 

Q.  Richardson,  according  to  your  testimonj^  when  he  bought  breech- 
loading  guns,  was  not  required  to  put  down  any  margin  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  do  business  in  that  way  before,  permitting  parties  to 
conclude  bargains  without  i)utting  up  any  margin! — A.  Y^es,  sir;  time 
and  time  again. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  any  instance ! — A.  I  cannot  mention  instances. 
In  the  sales  that  we  made  i)revious  to  the  sales  of  1871,  it  was  not  a 
common  thing  to  put  up  margins;  it  was  only  required  when  this  great 
excitement  arose. 

Q.  Previous  to  when  ? — A.  Previous  to  the  fiscal  vear  you  areinvesti- 
gating,  ending  June  30,  1871,  the  custom  of  putting  up  margins  was 
rare.  This  margin  business  arose  from  the  fact  that  there  was  great 
competition  in  the  market ;  a  control  was  granted,  and  we  could  not 
afford  to  lose  sales  under  the  circumstances. 
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Q.  Did  you  not  tell  us  a  high  margin  was  ordered  by  the  Government 
to  be  taken  from  purchasers  just  at  that  time,  commencing  with  Octo- 
ber, 1870! — A.  Those  were  special  bargains  made  by  the  Chief  of  Ord- 
nance. He  did  not  give  me  any  si)ecial  instructions  in  regard  to  them^- 
He  usually  gives  me  those  instructions,  and  high  margins  are  required- 
In  the  letter  of  instruction  as  to  liichardson's  sale  there  was  nothing 
as  to  margins. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter  of  instructions! — A.  December  19 
or  20. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  did  not  insist  on  any  margin 
on  tbe  part  of  Bichardson,  because  you  were  not  ordered  to  do  so  by 
the  Chief  of  Ordnance  ! — A.  !No,  sir.  Those  arms  were  scattered  all 
over  the  country,  and  it  was  uncertain  as  to  what  time  and  in  what 
quantities  we  could  make  our  deliveries,  and  we  could  not  stipulate  an 
exact  date  of  control  of  goods,  and  therefore  a  margin  was  not  neces- 
sary. If  the  goods  came  in  after  the  parties  ceased  to  want  them,  it 
would  have  been  a  question  whether  we  could  compel  them  to  take  or  not. 

Q.  Did  yon  not  know  at  the  time  of  any  quantity  of  arms  you  could 
control  of  that  description  f — A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  exact  status  of 
those  arms,  the  lots  we  had.    The  records  will  show  that. 

Q.  Was  Richardson's  standing  before  the  Ordnance  Bureau  such,  as  an 
arms-dealer,  that  such  accommodations  would  have  been  naturally 
granted  to  him  f — A.  I  do  not  see  that  any  accommodations  were  granted 
to  him. 

Q.  I  mean  no  margin  being  insisted  upon  at  the  beginning. — A.  Un- 
der the  circumstances  of  that  i>eculiar  sale,  the  peculiar  authority  of  the 
sale,  and  the  way  it  was  done,  I  did  not  conceive  that  a  margin  was  ne- 
cessary, and  therefore  I  considered  it  no  special  advantage  to  Mr.  Rich- 
ardson,  or  anybody  else.  I  would  probably  have  taken  the  same  action 
with  Ilichardson,  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  or  anybody  else. 

Q.  What  peculiar  circumstances  attending  that  sale  do  you  refer 
to?— A.  I  allude  to  the  fact  that  I  could  not  tell  when  I  could  deliver 
and  in  what  quantities;  at  least  that  was  my  judgment  of  the  matter 
at  the  time. 

Q.  Did  you  not  soon  after  learn  when  they  could  be  delivered  ! — A. 
The  record  will  show  that.  I  have  not  kept  those  facts  in  my  mind  in 
regard  to  any  special  sale.  I  do  not  recollect  exactly  what  were  the 
circumstances  of  delivery  in  that  case. 

Q.  The  record  before  us  does  not  show  it. — A.  I  think  the  exhibits  I 
have  put  in  regard  to  that  sale  probably  will  show  all  about  it.  They 
were  extracted  from  the  files  of  my  office. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  bids,  either  written  or  oral,  from  Schuyler,  Hart- 
ley &  Graham,  and  others,  not  Remington  &  Sons,  for  Springtields  prior 
to  the  bids  opened  on  the  18th  of  October,  1870? — A.  The  Government 
put  a  price  on  Springfields  at  one  date  in  the  transaction  prior  to  that, 
?Sand  $12,  and  every  prominent  dealer  in  the  city  of  New  York  was 
notified  of  it.  No  special  bid  was  made  until  one  was  made  by  Colonel 
Squire  on  October  7.  My  indorsement  says,  "This  is  the  first  offer 
which  has  been  of  a  specific  character."  General  inquiries  had  been 
made;  jdenty  of  parties,  I  believe,  were  making  inquiries  in  my  office  in 
regard  to  Springfields ;  but  nobody  said  he  would  give  so  much  money 
for  so  many. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  your  answer  to  my  question,  whether  any  bids, 
oral  or  written,  were  received  from  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  prior 
to  the  opening  of  the  bids  on  October  18, 1870,  is,  "No?"— A.  I  should 
judge  so  from  the  record.  No  bids  were  received,  1  should  judge  from 
the  record. 
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Q.  Did  you  receive  any  bids  that  would  not  be  of  record  ? — A.  That 
I  cannot  recollect ;  none  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  Did  the  Secretary  of  War  have  interviews  with  Schuyler,  Hartley 
&  Graham,  or  other  parties,  concerning  the  purchase  of  arms,  at  your 
office  in  New  York,  prior  to  October,  1870  ? — A.  Xot  that  I  know  of. 
I  know  that  the  Secretary  of  War,  one  evening  when  I  saw  him  at  the 
Fifth  Avenue  Hotel,  stated  that  Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham 
desired  to  see  him,  but  he  informed  them  that  if  they  wanted  to  see  him 
they  must  come  to  see  him  at  his  hotel.  I  inferred  from  that  that  he 
had  had  no  interviews.  The  interviews  at  my  office  with  the  Secretary- 
were  between  the  Secretarj',  myself,  and  Colonel  Ben6t. 

Q.  You  say  there  were  none  f — A.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  interviews. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  have  stated  that  frequently  you  made  contracts 
without  requiring  margins  to  be  put  up  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  any  case  where  you  made  such  bargain,  did  the  bargain  fall 
through  in  consequence  of  the  margin  not  having  been  put  up  f — A.  I 
think  not.  The  margin,  as  I  have  repeatedly  explained,  is  the  equiva- 
lent for  a  control.  That  is  its  proper  construction,  and  that  is  all  there 
is  in  it.  I  understood  the  question  to  be  whether  there  was  any  detri- 
ment to  the  Government  of  the  United  States  where  bargains  were  con- 
summated where  no  margin  was  put  up. 

Q.  Whether  the  bargain  fell  through  in  consequence  of  the  margin 
not  being  put  up  ! — A.  Xo.    That  is  my  belief. 

By  Mr.  ScnUKZ: 

Q.  According  to  the  documents  sent  us,  Charles  Wright  made  an 
offer  of  nearly  $3  higher  than  the  highest  bidder  next  to  him.  Some 
correspondence  took  i^laee  about  Wright's  character  and  solvency,  it 
appears.  Do  you  know  who  A.  H.  Almy  is,  who  telegraphed  about 
Wright's  bid  ! — A.  I  used  to  know  Mr.  Almy  ;  I  expect  the  same  party, 
interested  in  arms. 

Q.  What  kind  of  a  man  is  he  as  to  his  business  standing? — A.  That 
I  could  not  tell  you.  He  signs  himself,  "  late  of  the  Norwich  Arms 
Company,  Norwich,  Connecticut.*'  I  heard  of  him  in  that  connection. 
That  was  the  only  infonnation  1  had  in  regard  to  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  Dr.  Alfred  Lambert,  of  Springfield,  Massa- 
chusetts?-^A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Another  telegram  from  J.  Elliott  Condict  was  produced.  Do  you 
know  anything  of  him  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  kind  of  man  is  he  ? — A.  When  1  knew  him  he  was  a  con- 
tractor with  the  Government  for  the  fabrication  of  leather- work  of  all 
kinds.  At  that  date  he  was  a  man  of  good  standing  in  the  community, 
but,  of  course,  my  knowledge  of  him  ceased  after  those  transactions 
closed. 

Q.  It  appears  that  then,  Mr.  Wright  having  failed  to  put  up  the 
required  margin  of  20  per  cent,  within  the  time  limited  by  the  terms  of 
sale,  his  bid  was  rejected  and  other  awards  made,  according  to  General 
Dyer's  letter  of  October  20,  (page  95.)  It  appears  from  another  piece 
of  con'esi)ondence  that  General  Franklin  bid  for  a  number  of  Enfields 
prior  to  the  13th  of  October ;  that  then  the  sale  was  postponed  until 
the  18th  or  20th ;  and  that  then,  the  arms  having  been  awarded  to  Genewl 
Franklin,  he  refused  to  take  them.  Do  you  remember  thatf — A.  1 
remember  something  of  that  transaction. 

Q.  It  appears  that  the  award  having  been  made  to  Franklin  after  he 
had  entered  his  bid,  he  withdrew,  and  was  permitted  to  do  so  T — A.  You 
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see  he  was  asked  to  accept.  He  says  he  lost  the  sale  by  the  delay  of 
the  Government  in  informing  him.  That  appears  to  be  the  construction 
of  the  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Q.  A  lot  of  arms  having  been  awarded  to  General  Franklin,  he  with- 
drew from  it,  for  reasons  personal  to  himself.  Might  not  the  Govern- 
ment be  permitted,  before  the  margin  was  put  up,  to  withdraw  from 
such  a  bargain  also? — A.  You  say  he  withdrew  for  reasons  personal  to 
himself.  If  I  understand  the  case  aright,  he  withdrew  because  the 
Government  did  not  make  the  award  in  time  for  him.  Parties  fre- 
quently bid  subject  to  so  many  hours  or  days,  to  hold  good  'for  two 
days,  or  one.  If  1  recollect  aright — I  will  not  be  positive  about  it — ^he 
claimed  that  the  time  for  his  bid  had  expired.  The  telegraphic  dispatch 
of  General  Dyer  says,  "  Answer  this  office  to-day  by  telegraph  w^hether 
yoa  accept,"  implying  that  Fraiiklin  had  limited  the  time  of  his  bid 
aod  it  had  expired.  That  was  the  inference  I  drew  from  the  whole  cor- 
respondence. At  any  rate,  he  might  have  accepted  or  declined,  just  as 
he  pleased,  under  the  circumstances.  If  the  Government  bad  made  the 
award  in  the  time  called  for  bv  his  bid,  I  should  think  he  would  then 
have  been  held  to  take  the  goods. 

Q.  Have  there  not  been  other  declinations  of  the  same  kind! — A.  I 
do  not  specially  recollect  any  one  of  the  same  moment. 

Q.  Was  not  the  Franklin  bid  one  of  those  bids  which  were  to  be 
opened  on  the  13th  ! — A.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  the  records  show 
that  or  not.  There  is  no  recollection  in  my  mind  that  gives  it  a  peculiar 
character.  In  a  personal  interview  with  General  Franklin  in  regard  to 
that  question,  I  think  he  said  that  he  had  limited  his  time,  or  under- 
stood it  was  limited.    That  is  the  impression  on  my  mind. 

Q.  His  fir  t  dispatch  is  dated  on  the  13th  of  October, "  Will  give  $7  50 
for  all  new  Enfields."  Then  Franklin  telegraphs  from  Hartford,  "  This 
company  will  pay  $7  75  for  all  new  Enfields,"  &c.,  and  then  he  was  in- 
formed that  the  award  had  been  made  to  him  by  a  dispatch  of  October  20, 
1870,  to  which  he  replied:  "The  delay  in  opening  bids  has  lost  us  our 
i^leofEnfields,  our  customer  being  in  England.  We  therefore  decline 
tlie  award."  It  appears,  then,  that  a  bidder  who  had  received  an  award, 
after  the  award  was  received,  for  reasons  connected  with  his  own  in- 
tei*est,  refused  to  take  it.  The  question  I  was  going  to  ask  was  this  : 
Would  it  be  equally  competent  for  the  Government,  after  it  had  made  an 
award,  before  the  margin  was  put  up  to  withdraw  from  the  bargain  f — 
A.  I  do  not  get  the  scope  of  the  question  exactly.  Would  it  have  been 
competent  for  the  Government  to  withdraw  before  any  payment  was  re- 
ceived f  I  do  not  think  the  two  cases  are  parallel ;  I  think  in  this  case  of 
Franklin  the  Government  delayed  it  too  long,  and  so  the  Government 
had  failed  on  its  part. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Would  you  consider  that  a  completed  bargain  between  the  Gov- 
ernment and  Franklin  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  W'ould  you  consider  it  a  completed  bargain  if  an  award  had  been 
made  before  the  margin  had  been  put  up  ? — A.  If  no  margin  is  stipu- 
lated, and  the  Government  say  they  will  do  so  and  so,  that  sale  should 
be  carried  out;  it  is  a  completed  sale  as  far  as  the  authority  goes,  and 
the  details  of  completion,  of  course,  are  matters  for  subsequent  action. 

By  Mr.  Sawyeb  : 

Q.  Sup[)ose  General  Franklin  niaile  the  offer  on  the  14th  of  $7  75, 
and  received  no  answer  to  it  until  the  2(Jtli ;  according  to  the  ordinary 
ruUs  of  sale,  would  you  have  considered  Franklin  bound  by  his  offer 


216  SALE    OF   ARMS    BY   ORDNANCE   DEPARTMENT. 

six  days  afterward  ? — A.  Not  in  jthese  cases  of  heavy  sales.  In  fact,  it 
would  depend  somewhat  on  his  own  construction.  In  cases  like  this, 
promptness  is  one  of  the  elements  of  the  sale. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  And  the  communication  was  by  telegraph? — A.  It  was  by  tele- 
grai)h,  showing  the  promi)tness  of  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  bid  of  Charles  Wright  was  not  entertained  by  the  Government 
in  consequence  of  his  failure  to  put  up  his  margin  f — A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  During  the  time  when  that  margin  might  have  be€n  received  from 
Wright,  \^ere  you  at  all  times  ready  to  receive  it! — A.  At  all  times 
ready  to  receive  it. 

Q.  It  was,  therefore,  expressly  upon  his  failure  to  put  up  the  margin 
that  the  contract  failed  and  went  to  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  ?— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 


Watson  C.  Squire  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside! — Answer.  My  home  is  at  Ilion,  New 
York.  I  have  an  office  in  the  city  of  New  York,  for  E.  Remington  & 
Sons. 

Q.  What  is  your  business? — A.  I  am  secretary  of  the  company  of  E' 
Bemin^ton  &  Sons. 

Q.  What  is  that  company,  a  firm  or  a  corporation  ! — A.  It  is  an  incor- 
porated company  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York.  The  origi- 
nal partnership  name  was  ''E.  Remington  &  Sons,"  and  that  was 
continued  for  that  reason  as  the  style  of  the  corporate  company. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  connected  with  the  cori)oration  ? — A.  For 
nearly  six  years. 

Q.  And  as  secretary  for  all  that  time  f — A.  As  secretary  for  one  year 
nearly.  Prior  to  my  election  as  secretary,  I  was  a  director,  and  I  have 
been  a  director  for  two  or  three  years  in  tiie  company,  and  prior  to  that 
time  still  I  was  the  confidential  agent  of  the  company. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  In  October,  1870,  you  were  one  of  the  directors  of  the  company?— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  State  in  your  own  language,  and  without  any  more  questioning 
than  is  necessary,  what  were  the  relations,  as  you  understood  them,  be- 
tween Remington  &  Sons  and  the  French  government  prior  to  the 
13th  of  October,  1870? — A.  According  to  my  understanding  we  were  fa- 
vored dealers  at  that  date. 

Q.  Was  the  firm,  or  any  member  of  the  firm,  subsequently  the  agent 
of  the  French  government  ? — A.  Yes,  sir,  according  to  my  understand- 
ing. Mr.  Samuel  Remington  came  to  this  country,  arrived  here  some 
time  about  the  Ist  of  December,  1870,  and  brought  with  him  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Gambetta,  and  also  a  letter  from  J\iles  Le  Cesne,  the  president 
of  the  commission  of  armament  of  France,  which  letters  I  have  seen, 
but  which  I  cannot  state  the  contents  of  fully ;  but  they  were  to  the 
purport  that  he  was  deputed  to  act  for  them. 

Q.  Did  he  after  that  act  as  agent  for  the  French  government  ? — A.  I 
so  understood  his  action  to  have  been. 
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Q.  Did  he  receive  ia  N^w  York  the  funds  of  the  French  government, 
to  disburse  them  for  their  benefit  f — A.  He  did. 

Q.  Had  the  firm,  or  any  member  of  it,  occupied  any  such  relation  to 
the  French  government  to  your  knowledge  prior  to  his  return  to  Amer- 
ica!— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  That,  you  say,  was  in  the  last  of  what  month  ? — A.  He  started  from 
France  about  the  last  of  November,  according  to  my  recollection,  and 
arrived  here  about  the  first  of  December. 

Q.  Where  had  the  funds  of  the  French  government  in  New  York,  prior 
to  bis  return,  been  kept, -according  to  your  understanding? — A.  They 
had  been  kept  by  the  French  consul  general,  subject  to  his  check,  at 
different  banking-houses. 

Q.  After  the  return  of  Mr.  Eemington  were  these  funds  transferred 
to  his  control  ? — A.  The  small  balance  remaining  was  so  transferred. 

Q.  And  he  received  them  as  the  agent  of  the  French  government  ? — 
A.  He  never  signed  any  checks  or  any  other  documents,  that  I  am  aware 
of,  as  such  agent,  but  that  is  my  understanding  of  the  relation  that  ex- 
isted. The  business  correspondence  that  occurred  was  by  cable  tele- 
graph, and  that  all  passed  under  my  observation ;  in  fact  I  conducted 
it  under  Mr.  Eemington's  direction,  but  whatever  confidential  letters 
be  may  have  written  I  did  not  see.  He  always  signed  his  dispatches 
as  an  individual,  and  not  with  the  name  of  the  company,  and  the  letter 
tbat  I  saw  from  Mr.  Gambetta  was  to  him  as  an  individual,  and  not  to 
tbe  company. 

Q.  That  letter,  as  you  recollect  it,  authorized  him  to  act  for  the  French 
government  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  authority  to  any  member  of  the  firm  to  act 
as  agent  for  the  French  government  prior  to  that! — A.  No,  sir;  using 
tbe  word  "  agent '^  in  its  technical  meaning,  I  do  not  assume  to  be  the 
judge  wholly  of  the  matter,  but  that  is  my  understanding  of  it.  I  do 
not  think  the  letter  mentioned  anything  about  funds,  but  simply  di- 
rected him  .to  proceed  to  America  and  act  for  France  in  the  purchase 
of  arms ;  gave  him  discretionary  authority  to  some  extent. 

Q.  Prior  to  that  time  had  the  corporation  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons 
been  in  the  habit  of  selling  arms  to  the  French  government? — A.  Yes, 
sir, 

Q.  Anns  of  their  own  manufacture? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  arms  purchased  from  the  Government  of  the  United  States? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  that  firm  also  been  in  the  habit  of  dealing  in  arms  with  other 
governments  than  that  of  France  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  how  long  a  time? — A.  Ever  since  my  connection  with  the 
company. 

Q.  Name  the  Remingtons,  and  state  the  relations  which  they  held  to 
tbat  coqioration  officially.  Who  is  president  of  it  ? — A.  The  original 
president  of  the  company  was  Philo  Remington,  the  eldest  of  the  three 
brothers.  When  Mr.  Samuel  Remington  (the  second  one  in  age)  went 
abroad  on  business  for  the  company  about  five  years  ago,  he  was  made 
tbe  president  of  the  company,  and  Mr.  Philo  Remington  was  made  the 
vice-president;  Mr.  Eliphalet  Remington,  the  youngest  one,  was  made 
secretary  and  treasurer,  and  held  that  office  up  to  the  time  when  the 
offices  of  secretary  and  treasurer  were  separated,  and  I  was  made  the 
secretary,  and  he  is  now  the  treasurer. 

Q.  Who  is  now  the  president  of  the  company! — A.  Samuel  Rem- 
ington. 

Q.  Who  is  its  vice-president  ? — A.  Philo  Remington. 
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Q.  Who  is  its  secretary  f — ^A.  W.  C.  Squire. 

Q.  Who  is  its  treasurer? — A.  Eliphalet  Bemington. 

Q.  Had  that  company  prior  to  October,  1870,  sold  arms  to  ottier 
foreign  governments  than  France! — A.  It  had. 

Q.  What  governments  f — A.  Spain,  Denmark,  Sweden,  the  Papal  gov- 
ernment at  Home,  the  United  States,  both  the  War  and  the  Navy  De- 
partments ;  I  think  a  contract  had  been  made  with  Holland  for  the  cav- 
alry ;  Egypt,  France ;  a  smaller  number  of  arms,  though. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  As  merchants  and  manufacturers  in  arms,  did  you  not  sell  to  any 
government  that  applied  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  not  only  those  I  have  named, 
but  various  minor  governments  that  1  do  not  recollect  now. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Was  the  Company  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  or  any  member  of  it, 
ever  the  agent  of  these  other  foreign  governments  to  which  you  have 
referred,  to  your  knowledge  f — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Dealt  with  them  as  merchants  dealing  in  arms  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  extent  in  value  of  the  transactions  of  that  company 
for  years,  on  an  average  per  year! — A.  It  depends  very  much  on  the 
years. 

Q.  Give  as  near  as  you  can  the  transactions  in  different  years.  Go 
back  to  the  first  year  you  were  with  them. — A.  I  am  afraid  I  could  not 
be  accurate. 

Q.  You  can  give  us  an  idea. — A.  Thej'  amount  to  millions  of  dollars 
per  year. 

Q.  And  that  has  been  the  fact  ever  since  you  have  been  with  the 
company  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  had  been,  to  my  knowledge,  for  several 
years  prior,  particularly  during  our  American  war. 

Q.  Was  the  French  government  indebted  to  E.  Eeniington&  Sons  for 
arms  or  other  militar}'  stores  sold  on  the  13th  of  October,  1870  ?— A. 
Yes,  sir;  largely  so.  • 

Q.  To  what  amount? — A.  I  cannot  give  the  exact  amount.  I  will 
state  the  circumstances.  Mr.  S.  Eemington  made  a  contract  directly 
with  the  French  authorities  in  France,  in  which  he  agreed  to  deliver 
arms  there  and  wait  fifteen  days  after  such  delivery  betore  the  i)ayment 
for  such  delivery  became  due. 

Q.  About  what  time  was  that  agreement  made  between  Samuel  Eem- 
ington and  the  French  government  !-^A.  About  the  1st  of  September, 
1870,  according  to  my  recollection.  Consequently  very  large  amounts  of 
arms  were  in  France,  and  on  the  way  there,  at  the  time  of  our  large  pur- 
chases ;  I  should  say  from  half  to  three-quarters  of  a  million  dollars' 
worth  of  arms  in  their  hands  or  in  progress  to  them. 

By  Mr.  Schtjrz  : 

Q.  Tl»at  was  when  you  made  the  October  purchase  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  I 
recollect  the  first  shipment  of  our  rifles  was  about  12,000  stand  mann- 
factured  by  the  company,  and  the  next  shipment  was  a  large  shipment, 
not  so  large,  however,  of  rifles ;  but  there  were  large  shipments  of  pis- 
tols, I  think  some  16,000  pistols ;  besides  which  I  purchased  from  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  between  $70,000  and  $100,000  worth 
of  ammunition,  which  I  shipped,  to  be  collected  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  arms,  and  I  billed  all  the  goods  to  Mr.  S.  Eemington  at  that  time. 

Q.  That  is,  from  the  company  to  him! — A.  From  the  company  to  him, 
and  he  made  the  transactions  and  collections  [there,  and  made  remit- 
tances through  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co. 
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By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  From  what  place  in  New  York  were  shipments  made  f — A.  Oar 
first  shipments  were  made  by  the  French  steamers  altogether. 

Q.  From  the  same  place  you  shipped  the  arras  you  purchased  of  the 
United  States  f — A.  A  portion  of  the  arms  i)urchased  from  the  United 
States  were  shipped  from  that  pier. 

Q.  All  your  shipments  were  from  that  ])ierT — A.  No,  sir;  only  a 
portion. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  piers  did  you  ship  from  f — A.  The  Transatlantic  Company's 
steamers,  sometimes  called  the  French  Company. 

Q.  What  pier  is  it  f — A.  Pier  No.  50.  W^e  also  shipped  from  pier  No. 
3,  and  also  from  another  pier,  which  I  think  is  pier  No.  27,  but  I  am 
uot  certain. 

Q.  What  do  you  call  the  French  steam  line  Y — A.  It  is  the  Trans- 
atlantic Steamship  Company. 

Q.  And  runs  from  New  York  to  where  f — A.  To  Brest  and  Havre. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  those  vessels  to  be  owned  by  the  French  gov- 
ernment ? — A.  I  do  uot.  They  are  a  private  company,  as  I  understand 
from  the  a(]^eut,  engaged  in  commerce  between  this  country  and  France. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  also  with  what  is  called  the  German  Lloyd 
line  ? — A.  I  know  the  line. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  it  to  be  composed  of  German  government  ves- 
sels ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  But  you  understand  them  to  be  private  vessels  engaged  in  com- 
merce between  this  country  and  Germany  ? — A.  That  is  my  understand- 
iu^r.    I  am  not  so  familiar,  however,  with  that  company. 

Q.  Did  you  show  to  General  Dyer  in  Washington  on  the  13th  of  Oc- 
tober, 1870,  a  certain  telegram  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Have  you  a  copy  of  it  here? — A.  1  have  not. 

Q.  You  showed  that  dispatch  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  f — A.  I  did. 
It  was  forwarded  to  me  from  our  home  office  at  Ilion.  It  must  have 
been  signed  by  E.  Bemington  &  Sons.    That  is  my  recollection  of  it. 

Q.  After  you  exhibited  that  telegram  to  General  Dyer,  did  the  Ord- 
nance Office  or  the  War  Department  make  any  new  contracts  for  the 
sale  of  arms  to  the  company  of  E.  Kemington  &  Sons,  or  to  any  mem- 
ber of  that  house  ? — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  There  were  certain  armsilelivered  subsequent  to  the  13tli  of  Octo- 
ber, 1870,  were  there  notf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  they  delivered  on  contracts  consummated  prior  to  the  13th 
of  October,  and  prior  to  the  exhibiting  of  that  dispatch  to  General 
Dyerf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was,  you  say,  done  in  execution  of  Contracts  entered  into  between 
the  house  and  the  Department  ])rior  to  Dyer's  seeing  that  dispatch  that 
these  subsequent  deliveries  were  made? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Ilad  any  margin  been  put  up,  prior  to  exhibiting  that  dispatch  to 
<ieneral  Dyer,  on  these  sales! — A.  Not  to  my  recollection,  although  I 
recollect  tendering  the  marginal  payment  to  bind  the  bargain. 

Q.  When  did  you  make  that  tender! — A.  At  the  time  of  purchase. 

Q.  Here  in  Washington  ? — A.  Y'es,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  prior  to  your  exhibiting  that  dispatch  to  General  Dyer? — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  I  regarded  that  purchase  as  completed  before  returning  to 
the  Arlington  House. 

Q.  Now,  the  precise  question  I  put  is  whether  you  had  tendered  to 
Colonel  Crispin  a  certiHed  check  as  a  margin  for  those  sales  prior  to 
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showiDg  that  dispatch  to  General  Dyer  T — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  dkl  not  formally 
tender  him  the  marginal  clieck ;  I  did  not  take  it  out  and  tender  it  to 
him ;  Init  I  tendered  it  verbally. 

Q.  Did  you  have  the  check  at  that  time  ? — A.  I  had  a  blank  check  in 
my  pocket,  brought  for  the  purpose. 

Q.  And  offered  to  draw  it  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  he  declined  to  receive  it  for  what  reason  t — A.  He  stated  that 
it  was  not  his  habit  to  receive  these  checks  himself  personally  out  of  his 
office.  He  stated  that  it  was  the  business  of  his  chief  clerk  to  receive 
all  these  checks ;  and  I  had  observed,  also,  that  on  my  prior  payments 
Mr.  McGowan  had  received  the  money. 

Q.  McGowan  was  his  chief  clerk  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  did  you  subsequently  actuallj-  deliver  that  marginal  check 
in  New  Yorkf — A.  Judging  from  the  correspondence  which  I  sec  here, 
dated  the  15th  of  October,  I  must  have  offered  it  to  him  again  in  Wash- 
ington. I  left  Washington  for  New  York  on  the  night  of  the  13th,  was 
in  New  York  on  the  14th,  and,  if  I  recollect  aright,  on  that  day  drew  the 
check,  and  took  it  to  the  bank  and  had  it  certified,  brought  it  with  me 
on  the  night  of  the  14th  to  Washington,  and  again  tendered  it.  Colonel 
Crispin,  having  remained  here  all  the  while. 

Q.  That  was  on  the  morning  of  the  15th,  then  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  on  the 
15th.  My  object  was  to  get  something  more  formal  on  record;  and  in- 
asmuch as  he  did  not  receive  it  on  that  day,  as  I  also  see  by  the  corre- 
spondence, I  must  have  taken  it  with  me  to  New  York  on  the  night  of 
the  15th,  and  delivered  it  as  soon  as  possible  thereafter. 

Q.  Was  it  on  the  16th,  probably  f — A.  The  16th,  according  to  my 
recollection,  was  Sunday.  I  am  not  certain,  although  I  think  I  did  de- 
liver it  at  Colonel  Crispin's  house  to  Mr.  McGowan  on  Sunday ;  but  I  am 
not  positive  about  that. 

Q.  You  were  negotiating,  at  the  time  you  were  here  in  Washington 
on  the  13th,  the  purchase  from  the  United  States  of  a  large  amount  of 
arms,  were  you! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  whom  ? — A.  I  intended  to  ship  the  arms,  if  procured,  to 
France. 

Q.  For  sale  to  the  French  government,  and  for  the  use  of  that  gov- 
ernment f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  intended  to  sell  them  to  the  French  govern- 
ment; make  the  collections  from  the  consul,  and  ship  them  to  France. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Make  the  collections  from  the  consiflf — A.  Yes,  sir;  make  the  col- 
lections from  the  consul  here. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  And  ship  the  arms  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  After  you  had  negotiated  this  purchase  with  the  Government  in 
Washington,  did  you  consider  yourself  as  having  negotiated  it  for  the 
company  of  E.  Remington  &  Sonsf — A.  I  did,  and  so  stated  to  the 
Department. 

Q.  Did  you  state  the  truth  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  You  were  acting  solely  for  the  company  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons 
in  making  the  negotiations  to  purchase  those  arms! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I 
had  received  no  instructions  from  anybody  except  from  Mr.  Remington 
in  France  on  that  subject. 

Q.  Samuel  Remington  was  in  France  ? — A.  He  was  in  France. 

Q.  And  you  expected  these  arms  to  be  sold  to  the  French  govern- 
ment ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.^ Now  read  that  dispatch. — A.  As  printed  in  your  testimony- it  is: 
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"  Remington  telegraphs  if  you  have  not  yet  bought  for  the  government 
yon  will  be  able  to  do  so  ou  better  terms.  By  decree  of  the  govern- 
ment, issued  yesterday,  all  arms  entering  France  are  liable  to  be  taken 
as  national  property  and  imd  for  according  to  appraisement.  Specu- 
lators in  arms  intended  for  France  will  find  their  profits  small.  Com- 
petition with  you  has  been  forced  and  fictitious." 

Q.  Had  Remington  directed  you  or  directed  the  company  at  home  to 
purchase  these  arms  f — A.  He  had. 

Q.  You  knew  what  you  were  negotiating  for  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  can 
give  jon,  if  you  require  it,  the  dates  and  the  substance  of  his  dispatches, 
as  I  recollect  them. 

Q.  When  you  received  this  dispatch,  which  reads,  "  Remington 
telegraphs  if  you  have  not  yet  bought  for  the  Government  you  will  be 
able  to  do  so  on  better  terms,''  did  you  understand  from  that  dispatch 
that  the  character  of  your  purchase  from  the  Government  was  different 
from  what  you  had  formerly  understood  it ;  or,  in  other  words,  did  you 
understand  him  to  refer  to  those  arms  which  you  were  buying  for  the 
puriK)se  of  selling  to  France  ! — A.  The  latter. 

Q.  In  your  opinion,  is  that  telegram  just  as  consistent  with  the  theory 
tbat  you  were  buying  arms  to  sell  to  France,  as  it  would  be  with  the 
theory  that  you  were  acting  as  French  agent  for  France  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.^Was  that  your  understanding  ? — A.  That  was  my  understanding. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  That  is,  after  you  received  this  telegram! — A.  Yes,  sir.-  I  have 
been  thinking  over  that  question  since,  with  a  simple  desire  to  get  at  it 
iamy  own  mind,  and  refreshing  my  recollection  as  to  what  were  the  facts 
about  it,  taken  in  connection  with  what  has  occurred  between  the  French 
government  and  ours  since  that  time ;  and  one  fact,  I  think,  is  of  some 
imi)ortanee  as  bearing  on  the  question,  which  is  that  some  of  the  car- 
tridges shipped  with  those  arms  failed  to  enter  the  chambers  of  the 
Sl)encer  carbines.  They  were  too  large.  There  were  two  calibers,  .52 
and  .50,  and  the  chambers  were  substantially  the  same,  but  the  bullet 
was  different,  and  in  order  to  permit  the  bullet  to* pass  in  it  was  found 
that  it  had  to  be  pared  off,  and  tlie  French  Government,  I  learned  from 
Mr.  Remington,  have  charged  against  us  the  expense  of  such  change, 
amounting  to  man^^  thousands  of  francs. 

Q.  That  is,  charged  it  to  your  account  against  the  French  govern- 
ment I — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  am  so  informed.  This  we  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  at  the  time. 

Q.  Would  you  have  shown  this  telegram  to  General  Dyer  or  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  if  you  had  understood  it  as  recognizing  you  to  be  an 
agent  of  the  French  government? — A.  No,  sir;  I  will  state  my  reason 
fur  showing  that  telegram.  My  desire  was  to  get  the  arms  as  soon  as 
possible,  without  any  delays,  without  putting  it  off  to  receive  bids  from 
other  parties.  My  desire  was  to  (convince  the  officers  of  the  Ordnance 
Department  that  such  delay  would  not  avail  anything  for  them ;  that 
we  were  willing  to  pay  the  full  price  for  the  arms,  and  we  wanted  an 
immediate  decision,  and  that  any  third  parties  coming  in  would  simply 
tiLX  the  arn»8  that  much.  We  would  i)refer  to  pay  all  the  money  to  the 
Government  rather  than  any  portion  of  it  to  third  parties. 

Q.  Taxing  the  arms  that  much,  you  mean,  would  put  up  the  price  of 
arum  too  much  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  if  third  parties  would  succeed,  by  some 
hook  or  crook,  in  bidding  these  arms  in,  we  should  have  to  pay  them. 
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We  were  desiring  the  arms,  and  would  pay  the  difference,  pay  them 
what  they  required. 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  you  would  have  to  buy  them  of  the  intermediate 
purchaser  and  pay  the  difference  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  It  was  the  last  argu- 
ment that  I  reserved  in  my  application  to  General  Dyer  to  induce  im- 
mediate action,  that  the  Government  would  thereby  get  all  we  paid. 
My  object  was,  as  far  as  we  were  concerned,  to  get  the  arms  at  once. 

By  Mr.  Saavyer  :  ' 

Q.  And  as  low  as  you  could  get  them  f — A.  And  as  low  as  T  could  get 
them. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Were  there,  at  that  time,  other  parties  making  bids,  which  you 
understood  to  be  made  simply  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  arms 
from  the  Government  with  a  view  to  sell  them  to  the  house  of  E.  Rem- 
ington &  Sous  at  an  advanced  price  f — A.  That  was  my  opinion  at  the 
time.  The  question  of  neutrality  had  not  been  raised  at  all  at  that 
time,  to  my  knowledge.  At  least,  in  our  negotiations ;  I  had  seen  nothiug 
except  the  President's  proclamation. 

Q.  After  that  dispatch  was  exhibited  to  Dyer,  it  was  seen  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  the  same  day,  was  it  not! — A.  I  was  so  informed  by 
(jeneral  Dyer. 

Q.  After  that  dispatch  was  seen  by  Dyer,  what  did  Dyer  say  tbont 
further  sales  of  arms  to  Remington  &  Sons  f — A.  He  said  the  Secre- 
tary of  W^ar  forbade  him  to  sell  to  E.  Remington  &  Sons  any  further 
arms  or  Stores. 

Q.  Did  E.  Remington  &  Sons  thereafter  proceed,  through  the  names 
and  using  the  instrumentality  of  other  persons,  to  procure  arms  from 
the  Government! — A.  They  did. 

Q.  Who  did  they  get  to  bid  for  arms  ? — A.  The  first  person  selected 
was  Mr.  Radcliff  Baldwin,  of  the  firm  of  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co. 

Q.  Did  he  put  in  a  bid  in  his  own  name  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  he  put 
it  in  his  own  name.  He  came  on  here  personally,  and,  as  I  was  informed 
by  him,  obtained  an,  introduction  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  was 
referred  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  General  Dyer,  and  he  put  in  a  bid 
on  the  15th,  I  think,  in  the  name  of  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Is  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  a  firm  of  arms  dealers  ? — A.  They  are 
the  firm  that  owns  and  controls  the  European  Express.  They  are  also 
bankers.  They  have  a  banking  office  and  an  express  office  side  by  side 
on  Broadway.    They  had  been  shipping  our  own  arms  for  us  to  Egypt. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  other  persons  did  you  employ  to  bid  in  the  same  way?— 
A.  On  the  evening  of  the  17th  I  made  an  arrangement  with  Schuyler, 
Hartley  &  Graham  to  act  in  that  manner,  and  through  them  with 
Herman  Boker  &  Co., 

Q.  With  anybody  else? — A.  Not  at  that  time. 

Q.  State  whether  precautions  were  taken  or  not  for  the  purpose  of 
concealing  from  the  Department  the  fact  that  these  men  were  really 
acting  in  your  interest,  and  if  so  what  were  those  precautions  ! — A.  The 
precautions  in  regard  to  Mr.  Baldwin  were  that  whereas  I  came  on  here 
in  the  same  train  we  had  no  communication,  and  he  managed  matters 
in  his  own  way,  as  had  been  agreed  upon  previously.    The  same  was 
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substantially  true  in  regard  to  Scbnyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  and 
Herman  Boker  &  Go. 

Q.  To  whom  did  the  Government  bill  goods  sold  to  those  different 
firms  or  i)ei'Son8t — A.  To  the  parties  who  purchased. 

Q.  Was  payment  made  iu  check  or  currency  ? — A.  The  payment  was 
made  by  certified  check. 

Q.  Whose  check  f — A.  The  checks  of  the  parties  purchasing.  I 
trausfer]:ed  the  funds  to  them  and  they  paid  the  money  to  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  on  the  papers  from  beginning  to  end  that 
could  inform  the  Department  or  any  officer  of  it  that  those  parties  were 
purchasing  really  for  the  benefit  of  E.  Remington  &  Sonsf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  purposely  arranged  in  that  way  so  as  to  conceal  that  fact 
from  the  Departmentf — A.  It  was,  I  think.  1  have  a  receipt  by  me 
from  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  for  money  received  by  them  as  mar- 
gin. I  think  I  have  the  original  receipt  here.  [Examining  and  i)roduc- 
ing  the  following  paper :] 

"  New  York,  October  21, 1870. 

^^ Received  from  Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons  their  check  for  $362,000, 
king  twenty  i)er  cent,  of  amount  of  purchase  of  Springfields  purchased 
from  tlie  Government,  the  said  amount  being  a  margin  to  be  deposited 
with  the  Government  at  their  risk. 

"  SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM." 


Washington,  March  19, 1872. 
W.  C.  Squire's  examination  continued. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  :  * 

Question.  Did  you  also,  through  one  Richardson,  purchase  arms  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  ! — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  .4^ut  what  time,  and  to  what  amount  ? — A.  My  recollection  is 
not  refreshed  by  reference  to  that ;  but  my  impression  is  that  it  was  in 
January,  1871.  The  record  shows  tiie  whole  proceeding  better  than  I 
caa  state  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  Richardson  make  more  than  one  purchase? — A.  I  think  there 
were  several  articles  purchased  at  the  same  time  by  him. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Were  any  precautions,  and,  if  any,  what,  taken  to  conceal  from 
tbe  Department  the  fact  that  he  was  acting  for  your  benefit,  or  that 
the  arms  wliich  he  purchased  were  to  come  in  any  way  to  your  con- 
trol ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  he  conducted  his  own  correspondence,  and  that,  as 
1  understood,  was  in  writing  from  himself.  I  think,  perhaps,  some  por- 
tion of  it  was  bj'  messenger. 

Q.  Were  the  goods  sold  by  the  Government  billed  to  him  ? — A.  Y^'es, 
sir. 

Q.  How  did  he  pay  for  them  ! — A.  By  the  check  of  the  cashier  of  the 
l>ank  on  wliom  it  was  drawn. 

Q.  That  is  equivalent  to  a  certified  check  ! — A.  It  is  the  highest  form 
of  certitted  check. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  on  the  paiiero  in  that  transaction  to  notify 
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either  the  Department  or  any  officer  of  the  Government  condacting  this 
sale  to  Richardson  that  he  was  going  to  pass  the  arras  to  you,  or  that 
he  was  acting  in  any  way  for  your  benefit  f — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Was  not  the  whole  purpose  of  employing  Bichardson  to  conceal 
the  fact  that  the  purchase  was  made  for  the  house  of  £.  Kemington  & 
Sons  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  reasons  for  employing  Bichardson  were  the^e : 
In  the  first  place,  we  had  already  made  large  purchases  from  other 
houses,  and  it  was  deemed  best  to  distribute  them  as  much  as  possible 
for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  suspicion.  We  could  just  as  well  have 
used  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  or  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  to  make 
those  purchases ;  but,  for  the  sake  of  prudence,  we  employed  Mr.  Rich- 
ardson. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  mean  by  ^'  prudence''  that  it  was  to  avoid  raising  any  suspicion 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  T — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  was  the  sole  object 
of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  or  have  you  any  reason  to 
believe,  that  any  officer  of  the  War  Department,  or  ordnance  officer,  or 
any  officer  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  ever  received  any 
money  for  or  on  account  of  those  sales  other  than  what  was  paid  as  the 
price  for  those  articles  and  accounted  for  in  the  regular,  official  way  T — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  being  paid  to  any  officer  or  agent  of 
the  General  Government  in  any  way  as  a  bribe  for  any  x)art  of  this 
transaction,  or  anything  done  in  connection  with  it  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  here  a  copy  of  your  telegraphic  dispatch  addressed  to 
Samuel  Remington,  at  Tours,  dated  October  8,  1870? — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Can  you  furnish  a  copy  of  it! — A.  1  have  the  original  pencil  mem- 
orandum from  which  that  dispatch  was  made,  but  I  am  not  sure  that  I 
have  it  with  me.    I  think,  however,  I  may  have  it. 

Q.  In  this  citj'T — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  will  make  search  and  see. 

Q.  The  material  part  of  it  is  this :  it  is  said  to  have  contaiq^d  this 
sentence,  ''  We  have  the  strongest  influences  working  for  us,  which  will 
use  all  their  efforts  to  succeed."  Was  that,  or  an  equivalent  sentence, 
in  that  dispatch  f — A.  That  is  an  incorrect  version  of  it,  according  to 
my  copy  of  it,  and  according  to  my  recollection.  In  the  first  place,  it 
is  a  sentence  so  badly  worded  that  I  should  hate  to  father  it.  I  stated, 
"  We  have  very  strong  influence  at  work,  and  hope  for  success."  The 
circumstances  of  sending  that  di8])atch  were  these :  I  had  received  from 
Mr.  Samuel  Remington,  then  at  Tours,  a  dispatch  on  the  5th  of  Octo- 
ber ordering  me  to  purchase  250,000  stands  of  Springfield  arms.  This 
was  the  first  dispatch  I  recollect  of  now  that  I  had  received  from  him 
since  the  one  ordering  me  to  purchase  50,000  Springfields.  On  the  5th 
I  received  the  dispatch  I  now  refer  to,  to  purchase  250,000  stands  of 
Springfield  arms.  I  conferred  with  Colonel  Crispin,  the  ordnance  agent 
at  New  York,  immediately,  and  learned  that  the  Ordnance  Office  and 
the  War  Department  were  disposed  to  sell ;  but  the  transaction  being  of 
an  unusual  magnitude,  he  thought  it  proper  for  me  to  confer  with  tbe 
acting  Chief  of  Ordnance,  Colonel  Ben^t,  in  Washington.  He  stated 
to  me  that  General  Dyer  was  absent  in  California,  or  was  on  his  return 
here.  I  came  here  on  the  night  of  the  6th  of  October  and  conferred 
with  Colonel  Beniit.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  saw  the  Secretary  of  War  on 
that  day,  although  I  think  I  did.    I  saw  him  at  some  time  prior  to  the 
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consiiiinnatLoii  of  the  sale  5  but  I  was  put  off;  the  Secretary  of  War  saw 
tit  not  to  act  at  that  time.  I  returned  to  New  York  on  the  night  of  the  7th, 
and  on  the  8th  received  another  dispatch  from  Mr.  Remington  at  Tours, 
tlie  substance  of  which  I  cannot  repeat,  but  it  was  to  the  i^urport  that  ho 
was  impatient  at  not  receiving  a  reply  from  me,  and  urging  me  to  im- 
mediate action,  increasing  tlie  number  of  Springlields  to  310,000,  and 
ordering  the  purchase  of  all  the  old-model  Kemington  carbines  and 
Spe^icer  carbines.  I  communicated  with  the  French  consul-general, 
informed  him  what  I  had  done,  the  efforts  I  had  made  to  i>urchase,  an(l 
asked  him  what  statement  he  thought  1  had  better  make,  lie  agreed 
with  nie  that  1  had  better  make  a  full  dispatch  to  Mr.  liemington  for 
the  information  of  Mr.  Kemington  and  of  the  French  authorities  in 
France,  a  dispatch  which  he  would  join  with  me  in  making,  and  send  it 
him8t»lf  in  his  official  cipher.  I  sat  at  his  desk  and  somewhat  hastily 
wrote  out  a  very  long  dispatch.  1  understood,  at  the  time,  that  1  was 
not  to  pay  for  that  dispatch,  and  1  made  it  fuller  than  economy  would 
have  justified  me,  he  agreeing  to  send  it.  1  think  the  dispatch  was 
atterward  ])aid  for  by  us ;  some  »$700,  I  think,  it  cost.  1  did  not  under- 
stand at  the  time  that  1  was  to  pay  for  it.  I  merely  mention  that  as 
indicating  the  length  of  the  dispatch.  In  it  I  gave  him  the  prices  I 
had  offered,  and  the  situation,  as  near  as  1  could  word  it.  At  the  end 
of  that  dispatch  1  stated  to  him,  "We  have  very  strong  influence  at 
work,  and  hope  for  success.'' 

Q.  What  was  that  influence  ? — A.  As  1  stated  before,  I  wrote  it  some- 
what hastily.  I  know  now  that  if  1  had  to  do  it  over  again,  1  should 
not  have  used  that  expression,  but  1  considered  myself  warranted  at 
the  time  by  the  facts,  and  the  facts  were  these:  In  the  first  place,  1 
knew  that  the  Ordnance  Bureau  were  favorable  to  sale;  it  was  merely 
a  (jnestion  of  time.  I  felt  convinced  of  that  fact.  1  knew  also  that  the 
Ordnance  Department  gave  ear  to  our  applications ;  that  we  were  old 
cnstoniers  of  theirs,  and  1  believed  that  we  were  not  without  such  influ- 
ence as  a  house  of  high  standing  and  of  long  experience  in  the  business, 
particularly  with  this  Ordnance  Bureau,  might  exert.  I  had  an  addi- 
ti<KiaI  reason,  which  was  that  I  had  conferred  with  one  gentleman*  who 
had  voluntarily  agreed  to  urge  the  Secretary  of  War  to  immediate  action. 
What  I  wanted  was  immediate  sale.  This  gentlenuui  was  a  friend  of 
mine  in  New  York,  and  1  understood  him  to  be  on  good  social  terms 
with  the  Secretary  of  War.  lie  was  not  an  officer  in  the  United  States 
Army,  although  he  had  been,  and  had  been  somewhat  intinmte,  as  1 
nnderstood,  in  good  society  in  W^ashington,  and  was  a  friend  of  the 
Secretary. 

By  Mr.  Amks  : 
(i.  Not  an  official  If — A.  Not  in  the  Army. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Then  a  private  citizen  ? — A.  Then  a  private  citizen,  and  emidojed 
in  tiie  arms  business  in  New  York. 

By  Mr.  SciiURZ : 

Q.  W'ho  was  it! — A.  His  name  was  Colonel  Kilburn  Knox.  Ire- 
marked  to  him  that  1  might  need  to  mention  the  fact,  1  might  be  called 
upon  to  do  it ;  and  it  is  with  his  understanding  that  1  state  his  name, 
hecause  I  felt  that  it  was  exposing  his  name  to  the  community  in  a  way 
that  might  cause  him  some  trouble,  and  1  should  dislike  to  do  thatwith- 
ont  his  consent. 

15  s  A 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  were  at  the  same  time  exercising  all  your  own  influence! — A. 
Yes,  sir.  I  Avould  state  also,  in  further  explanation  of  the  matter,  that 
this  gentleman  informed  me  shortly  subsequent  to  that  that  he  was  not 
able  to  accomplish  anything. 

Q.  Had  you  or  not,  at  the  same  time,  in  your  mind,  a  desire  to  satisfy 
Remington  that  all  was  being  done  here  that  could  be  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
I  meant  to  have  stated  tliat.  That  was  really  my  primary  object  in 
using  that  language  to  Mr.  liemington.  That  was  really  the  whole  scope 
of  my  intention. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Was  Colonel  Knox  ever  requested  or  expected  by  you  to  use  any 
improper  influences  with  the  Secretary  of  War  or  any  officer  of  the 
Government? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  was  requested  to  see  the  Secretary,  and  urge  an  immediate 
decision  upon  the  proposition  ? — A.  The  facts  were  these :  He  stated 
to  me  that  he  was  coming  to  Washington,  and  that  he  was  coming  oii 
business  for  other  parties.  I  mentioned  to  him  confidentially  that  1  was 
endeavoring  to  make  this  purchase,  and  1  wanted  to  do  it  in  the  short- 
est possible  time.  I  thought  perhaps  he,  having  an  acquaintance  with 
the  Secretary,  might  hurry  up  the  matter  in  my  absence. 

Q.  Was  he  directed  to  otter  any  inducement  in  any  way  whatever  to 
the  Secretary  of  War,  except  simply  to  recjuest  him  to  act  ? — A.  That 
was  all. 

By  Mr.  SciiUKZ : 

Q.  Is  Colonel  Knox  in  the  employ  of  any  of  the  arms  firms  of  New 
York  f— A.  Of  Sehnyler,  Hartley  &  Grahain. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Is  that  the  same  firm  that  had  acted  for  you  ? — A.  They  were  not 
acting  for  us  at  that  time.  They  had  been  selling  our  own  goods  for 
several  years — onr  own  manufactured  products. 

Q.  They  were  not  then  acting  for  you  in  purchasing  arms  from  the 
Government  f — A.  They  did  not  agree  to  so  act  until  the  evening  of  the 
17th  of  October.    I  only  applied  to  them  as  a  last  resort. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 
Q.  After  the  Government  refused  to  deal  with  you  f — A.  Yesi,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  know  then  of  any  other  influence,  and  did  you  have  in 
your  mind  any  other  influence,  that  was  to  be  brought  to  bear,  except 
the  fact  that  the  Ordnance  Department  were  known  to  be  in  favor  of 
making  the  sales  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  anything  done,  to  your  knowledge  or  belief,  to  induce  the 
Ordnance  Office,  or  any  officer  connected  with  it,  to  act  in  that  matter 
otherwise  than  upon  their  own  judgment  for  what  was  the  best  good 
of  the  United  States  f— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  But  you  knew  that  their  opinion  was  that  it  was  for  the  interest 
of  the  Government  to  sell,  and  that  they  were  urging  upon  the  Secre- 
tary^ of  War  to  make  a  sale  ? — A.  That  is  it  exactly.  They  had  stated 
to  me  the  number  of  arms  in  the  i)ossession  of  the  Government,  in 
round  numbers,  and  the  dis^iosition  of  themselves  that  the  Government 
should  sell. 
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By  Mr.  A3IES : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  officers  of  the  Army  not  belonging  to 
the  Ordnance  Department  took  any  trouble  or  any  steps  upon  the 
matter! — A.  I  never  conferred  with  any  other  individual,  nor  do  I  know 
of  any  other  individual's  having  any  reason  to  think  that  I  had  an  order 
except  this  gentleman,  Colonel  Kilburn  Knox,  and  the  officers  of  the 
Ordnance  Bureau,  to  whom  I  made  application.  I  did  not  state  every- 
thing to  the  officers  ;  I  was  dealing  with  them,  but  I  told  this  gentle- 
man. Colonel  Knox,  that  I  had  an  order.  .  ^ 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  and  connected  with  the  arms 
l)ii8iuos«  ? — A.  Since  about  the  time  I  Ictt  th*^,  volunteer  service,  at  the 
close  of  our  war  in  1865. 

Q.  Are  30U  acquainted  and  familiar  with  the  course  of  that  business 
and  the  condition  of  the  market  ? — A.  Perhaps  as  much  so  as  my  expe- 
rience would  indicate.  I  have  been  situated  so  as  to  know  almost  all 
the  transactions  that  have  occurred  in  the  country  during  that  time. 

Q.  Suppose  the  Crovernment  had  not  made  those  largo  sales  of  arms 
which  were  made  about  that  time,  in  your  opinion,  could  the  Govern- 
ment subsequently,  from  that  time  to  this,  liave  made  a  disposition  of 
those  arms  more  advantageous  to  the  (xovernment  than  the  one  which 
tliey  did  make? — A.  No,  sir;  on  the  contrary,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  say 
that  I  do  not  believe  this  Government  could  have  sold  those  arms ;  and 
in  so  saying  I  represent  the  ojiinion  of  others,  as  well  as  myself — of 
every  arms-dealer  that  I  have  conversed  witli — that  our  Government 
fould  not  have  sold  those  arms  within  fifty  years  except  under  just  the 
precise  combination  of  circumstances  that  then  existed. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  ordnance  stores,  arms,  ammunition,  or  any- 
thing else  sold  by  the  Department  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
•K),  LS71,  at  less  than  their  value  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  they  were  sold 
at  very  high  prices;  so  much  so  that  I  myself  have  had  to  defend  the 
prices  that  I  paid  before  the  parliamentary  commission  in  France,  mak- 
ing explanations  on  the  subject.  My  remark  as  to  fifty  years  may  seem 
to  be  an  exaggeration,  but  1  mean  within  any  reasonable  lengtii  of  time. 
These  were  sales  of  large  magnitude.  It  is  only  when  a  whole  nation 
seems  £d)oat  to  be  re-arming,  and  that  nation  one  having  the  means  to 
pay  for  a  new  armament,  that  such  sales  can  be  made. 

Q.  What  was  the  arrangement  of  Remington  &  Sons  when  they  sold 
these  arms  ?  What  sum  were  they  to  have  in  advance  of  what  the  cost 
^^as  to  the  house  here  ? — A.  Five  per  cent. 

Q.  That  was  the  contract  under  which  you  sold  the  arms  to  France? — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  subseciuently  the  price  paid  being  so  large,  and  the  mag- 
nitude of  the  purchase  being  so  great,  Mr.  Samuel  Remington  volunta- 
rily reduced  it  to  2i  per  cent,  commission. 

Q.  State  what  you  mean  about  having  to  defend  the  prices  before 
the  French  government  t — A.  According  to  information  received  by  me, 
it  had  been  rei)resented  by  other  i)arties,  who  seemed  to  have  been 
>alons  of  us  in  regard  to  tliese  large  transacjtions,  that  we  paid  unnec- 
essarily large  prices,  and  my  explanations  were  to  the  eft'ect  that  1  had 
procured  those  arms  at  the  lowest  [)rices  possible  from  the  Government, 
^^hieh,  1  think,  all  the  correspondence,  as  shown  here,  will  corroborate. 

By  the  CnAiiiMiN  : 

Q.  Wiiat  knowledge  have  you,  if  any,  in  regard  to  a  cable  telegram 
'•from  the  committee  of  the  French  national  assembly  on  war  contracts, 
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in  relation  to  the  conduct  of  American  officials  suspected  of  paitieipatiiig 
in  the  purchase  of  arms  for  the  French  government  during  the  war  with 
Germany  f^' — A.  I  received  a  telegram,  I  think,  on  the  9th  of  March,  as 
follows : 

"  Sumner  deceived  when  stating  the  committee  of  the  French  national 
assembly  on  war  contracts  adopted  a  resolution  asking  results  of  in- 
quiry from  the  United  States  Government  about  the  sale  of  arms.  1 
have  been  repeatedly  told  by  the  most  influential  members  of  this  com- 
jnittee.  that  no  resolution  for  such  an  inquiry  has  been  passed  nor 
thought  of  by  the  committee.  ^NFake  of  my  declaration  the  use  you 
please. 

'^  HENRI  iMOREAU, 

By  Mr.  Carpknteu  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  that  Henri  Moreau  is  ? — A.  1  have  met  him  in 
Paris. 

By  Mr.  ScitlRZ : 
Q.  Is  he  your  attorney  ' — A.  Mr.  Ilemington  has  consulted  him. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Ilave  you  any  knowledge  of  the  dispatch  to  which  Mr.  Sumner 
refers  in  the  preamble  to  his  resolution,  giving  such  information  ? — A.  I 
never  saw  such  a  dispatch,  and  have  no  information  in  regard  to  it  otiier 
than  what  1  saw  reported  in  the  debates  of  the  Senate.  I  would  state, 
however,  that  before  I  left  France,  (I  think  it  was  the  day  that  Victor 
Place,  the  late  consul  general  at  New  York,  received  his  sentence,)  ''La 
France,"  (an  organ  sui)posed  to  represent  tiie  clergy  in  France,  and  in 
that  way  favorable  to  Mr.  Place,  the  bishop  of  Marseilles  being  hij> 
brother,)  stated  that  they  had  just  received  a  dispatch  from  America 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  had  sent  a  message  to  Congress 
ordering,  or  requesting,  an  investigation  into  the  arms  business  here. 

By  Mr.  Sciiruz: 
Q.  When  wiisthatf — A.  That  was  toward  the  close  of  January,  1872. 

Bv  the  CilAiioiAN: 
«. 

(J.  Did  it  state,  or  do  yon  know,  from  whom  in  the  United  Stah?s  that 

disjiatch  was  sent  ? — A.  I  do  not ;  the  paper  did  not  state.     It  was 

thought  there  that  that  disjiatch   came  for  the  purpose  of  inflnencin<; 

the' decision  of  the  court  of  appeals  of  eight  Judges  that  were  about  to 

decide.     They  had  postponed  their  decision  for  a  week  for  deliberation 

of  the  matter,  and  that  was  the  dny  set  for  the  sentence. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  It  was  thought  there  this  dispatch  had  been  sent  there  for  the 
purpose  of  influencing  the  judge's  decision  of  the  consul's  case  by  show- 
ing that  there  had  been  some  wrong  on  the  part  of  our  Government 
otticers,  and,  therefore,  not  on  the  part  of  Place  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  next  clause  in  the  preamble  to  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Sumner 
relates  to  telegram  of  yourself  to  Samuel  Ilemington  at  Tours.  That  yon 
have  explained.  The  next  is,  "  Whereas,  in  letter  dated  New  York,  1870, 
addressed  by  Samuel  Remington  to  Jules  Le  Cesne,  president  of  the 
arms  commission  at  Tours,  in  France,  the  following  language  is  employed :" 
Then  follows  a  letter.    Can  you  inform  this  committee  in  what  manner 
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that  letter  fell  into  the  bands  of  Senator  Sumner  ? — A.  I  cannot,  but  I 
have  received  since  arriving  here  a  letter  from  Mr.  Samuel  Kemington, 
and  if  you  will  permit  me  I  will  read  a  paragraph  from  it  relating  to 
this  matter:  "  I  have  seen  Mr.  Le  Cesne  to-day,  and  he  does  not  know 
liow  it  is  my  letter  and  your  telegram  could  be  in  Sumner's  hands,  as 
your  telegram  they  never  had  nor  ever  have  seen.  I  have  it  now  in  my 
hands.  And  as  to  my  letter,  that  he  has  in  his  hands  and  it  has  never 
lieen  copied  so  far  as  he  knows."  This  letter  is  dated  28th  of  February, 
1S72. 

r>y  Mr.  ScnuRZ  :    . 

Q.  You  made  a  deposition  before  the  French  committee  of  investiga- 
tion, did  you  not  f — A.  Not  a  deposition. 

Q.  Or  sent  an  affidavit  ? — A.  No ;  not  even  that.  I  think  my  affidavit 
was  reciuired  in  reference  to  Mr.  Place  before  I  went  over  there.  Mr. 
Kemington  and  myself,  Mr.  Ilichardson,  and  Mr.  Norton,  our  book- 
keeper, were  invited  before  the  parliamentary  committee  of  sixty  mem- 
bers investigating  all  contracts  connected  with  the  French  war — guns, 
l)eef,  and  everything  else.  The  Due  de  Audiff'ret  Pasquier  was  the 
presiding  officer  of  this  committee.  Interrogatories  were  put  to  Mr. 
lieniiugton  and  myself,  and  Mr.  Norton.  The  purport  of  their  questions 
seemed  to  be  generally  based  upon  some  statements  that  they  had  re- 
ceived in  regjird  to  our  operations  here.  Those  statements  were  in  the 
nature  of  charges,  and  I  think  in  nearly  every  instance  the  president 
remarked  that  they  had  other  evidence  disproving  any  such  charges 
independent  of  us,  and  merely  asked  these  questions  to  give  us  an  op- 
portunity to  make  such  explanations  as  we  (lesired  to  make. 

By  ^Ir.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  were  those  charges  ? — A.  They  related,  in  the  first  place, 
principally  to  this  matter  of  the  Springtieid  purchase,  and  certain  other 
charges  had  been  made — one  in  regard  to  our  books  in  New  York,  and 
one  in  regard  to  the  harness,  I  think.  I  have  forgotten  exactly,  but  I 
think  that  was  about  all  there  was  of  it.  At  the  conclusion  of  our 
sitting  the  president  of  this  committee  arose  and  stated,  as  nearly  as  I 
can  recall  it  now,  that  that  committee  was  satisfied  of  the  good  faith  of 
onr  house,  and  that  the  honor  of  our  house  was  under  the  protection 
of  the  committee,  and  that  we  might  go  home  feeling  satisfied. 

().  That  was  about  what  time  ? — A.  Toward  the  close  of  January,  1872. 
As  1  understand  from  a  recent  letter  from  ^h\  Kemington,  he  has  per- 
mitted us  to  state  the  facts  Jis  they  were  in  regard  to  his  parting  re- 
marks. In  a  letter  dated  March  1, 1872,  fromSanuiel  Kemington  to  me, 
lie  savs: 

"Isaw  the  due  [meaning  de  Audifiret  Pasquier)  with  Mr.  Moreau 
yesterday,  lie,  as  well  as  all  whom  1  have  nu»t  connected  with  the 
government,  denounced  the  acts  of  Kellouet  and  Chambrun,  and  it  is 
not  helieved  by  them  that  tliey  have  had  any  such  instructions  as  Sum- 
ner's speech  indicates.  The  due  says  no  such  resolution  from  his  com- 
mittee has  been  sent,  asking  our  Governnu^nt  [meaning  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States]  to  give  information,  as  Sumner's  resolution 
states.     Whatever  their  motive  can  be,  it  is  hard  to  divine." 

By  Mr.  SciiURZ : 

Q.  You  said  that  the  Ciovernment  would  not  have  been  able  in  fifty 
years  to  sell  thesi*  arms  if  it  had  not  been  done  during  that  crisis  f — A. 
Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  What  amount  of  arms  did  your  firm  sell  within  six  or  seven  years 
prior  to  the  French  war  to  foreign  governments  f — A.  In  round  num- 
bers, 1  should  state  it  at  near  500,000.  1  think  it  would,  perhaps,  be  in 
excess  of  that,  taking  all  arms. 

Q.  Then  in  times  of  peace  you  sold  to  foreign  governments  about  as 
many  arms  as  this  Government  sold  during  the  French  war,  did  you 
not  ?— A.  Those  were  breech-loading  arms — the  new  pattern. 

Q.  Did  you  get  good  prices  for  them  ? — A.  We  considered  tliem  sueh 
as  to  warrant  us  in  making  contracts. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  You  mean  the  500,000  you  sold  Avere  breech-loading  arms  ! — A. 
Mostly  breech-loading  rilies,  of  the  Kemiugton  pattern. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Could  not  most  of  the  arms  which  were  sold  by  the  Government 
to  you  and  your  middle-men  have  been  transformed  into  breech -loading: 
guns,  and  were  they  not  actually  transformed  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  tbey 
were,  unless  it  has  been  done  since.  The  Springfield  arm,  .oS  caliber, 
can  be  transformed  into  a  breech-loading  arm,  and  we  did  transform 
about  20,000  for  France;  and  at  the  time  of  making  this  x)urc]iase,  I 
did  not  know  but  that  we  should  need  some  of  theui  for  purposes  of 
transformation. 

Q.  It  was  stated  in  some  of  the  correspondence? — A.  Yes,  sir.  In 
reference  to  that,  it  is  fair  to  say  that  the  transformed  arm  is  not  tlic 
modern  arm  of  the  most  civilized  nations;  the  caliber  is  too  large.  Our 
Government  caliber  is  .50,  and  the  caliber  of  France  is  .43j^j;^„"j,  and  that 
is  the  more  prevailing  standard  of  caliber  in  Europe. 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  contract  made  by  llemiugtoii  with 
the  French  government,  since  the  end  of  September,  1870,  as  to  what 
Bemington  was  to  do  for  them,  and  the  remuneration  he  was  to  receive 
from  them  ! — A.  He  has  never  received,  nor  do  I  know  of  any  contract 
by  which  he  was  to  receive,  any  remuneration  for  what  he  did  j)ersonally. 

Q.  You  do  not  understand  my  question.  You  stated  that  you  re- 
ceived from  the  purchase  you  made  a  commission  at  first  of  5  per  cent. 
on  the  amount  of  arms  bought. — A.  We  were  instructed  to  add  5  per 
cent,  to  the  price  paid  in  making  the  price  to  the  French  government. 

Q.  So  you  made  a  jmrchase  for  the  French  government,  receivin<j 
therefor  5  per  cent,  on  the  amount  paid? — A.  At  that  time. 

Q.  And  that  commenced  after  the  end  of  September,  1870  ; — A.  That 
commenced  just  about  the  end  of  September. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  that  5  per  cent,  commission  on  the  r)0,000  Sjiriug- 
field  rifles  you  sent  over  on  the  3d  of  October? — A.  We  did. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  from  the  French  consul  advances  on  your  pur 
chases;  I  mean  when  the  margins  were  to  be  paid,  for  instance? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  had  bought  arms,  did  you  receive  from  the  French 
consul  money  on  account  of  your  commission  ? — A.  After  the  comple- 
tion of  the  shipment ;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  the  French  consul  act  under  instructions  from  his  government 
in  doing  that  ? — A.  I  suppose  so. 

Q.  You  say  you  received  from  Mr.  Samuel  llemington  a  dispatch,  on 
the  5th  of  October,  ordering  250,000  Springfield  rifles  to  be  bought?— 
A.  Yes,  sir.  • 

Q.  Did  you  at  the  time  know  what  the  arrangement  was  between  the 
French  government  and  Mr,  Remington  as  to  the  commission  the  house 
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was  to  receive  ? — A.  He  iiistrneted  me  to  add  5  per  cent,  to  the  price 
paid  for  the  arms,  and  on  the  50,000  arms  we  added  5  i)er  cent.,  making 
$3  2.1  per  arm. 

Q.  Did  the  French  consnl  communicate  to  you,  about  the  8th  of  Octo- 
ber, a  telefrram  ordering  him  (tlie  consnl)  to  conform  to  the  arrange- 
ments made  between  the  French  government  and  Mr.  Remington  ? — A. 
I  do  not  recollect  having  had  such  a  dispatch  communicated  to  me  by 
the  consul. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  anything  about  it? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he 
did. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  the  circumstance  that  you  were  receiving  a 
commission  on  the  arms  you  bought  here  to  General  Dyer  ? — A.  O,  no, 
sir. 

Q.  Then,  aa  1  understand  it,  the  arrangement  between  the  French 
government  and  Samuel  Remington  was,  that  Remington  was  to  buy, 
for  the  French  government,  arms,  and  that  his  remuneration  would  con- 
sist in  the  five  per  cent.,  or  whatever  i)ercentage  may  have  been  the 
commission  charged  on  the  price  of  the  arms? — A.  That  is  my  under- 
standing of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  employ  any  firm  in  New  York  to  attend  to  matters  con- 
nected witii  your  business  there  previous  to  the  13tli  of  October,  1870! — 
A.  We  may  have  done,  and  I  think  did  several  times,  employ  parties  to 
act  for  us. 

Q.  Did  you  employ  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  ? — A.  l^ot  in  purchasing 
arms,  but  in  other  business;  I  think  we  did.  employ  them,  too,  in  the 
matter  of  the  purchase  of  some  arms. 

Q.  Previous  to  the  13th  of  October  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  Not  in  the  pur- 
cliase  of  arms  for  abroad,  but  in  the  purchase  of  arms  from  abroad. 

Q.  Did  you,  in  a  letter  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau  here,  ask  them  to 
send  you  a  reply,  in  care  of  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  f — A.  I  do  not  re- 
member that  I  did.  I  may  have  done  so.  It  is  very  probable,  because 
in  the  beginning  I  did  not  have  an  office  in  the  city  of  New  York ;  and 
althoagh  I  spent  most  of  ni}*^  time  in  New  York,  the  books  were  kept  at 
Ilion,  and  although  I  made  checks  in  New  Y'ork,  I  reported  them  to 
Ilion,  and  kept  no  regular  office  in  New  York. 

Q.  Where  did  you  have  your  letters  sent  from  the  Ordnance  Bureau 
to  you  at  !New  York  ? — A.  I  had  a  box  at  the  post-office. 

Q.  Did  you  not  have  them  sometimes  sent  to  the  care  of  Austin  Bald- 
win &  Co.  f — A.  They  may  have  sometimes  come  to  me  there,  but  1  think 
not  generally. 

Q.  Did  you  also  have  some  of  them  sent  to  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Gra- 
ham?— A.  Only  in  some  exceptional  cases.  The  regular  correspondence 
of  our  house  was  at  Ilion,  and  all  business  letters  came  to  my  i)ost-office 
box. 

Q.  Knowing,  as  you  did,  according  to  your  statement,  that  the  ar- 
rangement between  Remington  and  the  French  government  was,  that 
he  was  to  buy  arms  for  them  and  receive  a  commission  on  the  price  paid, 
was  it  not  your  conclusion  that  Remington  acted  as  agent  for  the  French 
government  f — A.  Judging  from  all  the  facts  then  before  me,  I  inferred 
that  we  were  commission  merchants,  not  agents  in  the  technical  sense  of 
tlie  terra,  because  I  knew  nothing  to  convey  that  idea  more  than  you 
know. 

Q.  What  purpose  had  you  in  showing  to  General  Dyer  the  dispatch 
from  which  General  Belknap  concliuled  that  you  were  the  Jigents  of  the 
French  government  f — A.   I  wanted    to   convince  General  Dyer  that 
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there  was  no  reason  for  any  delay  in  making  the  sale,  to  allow  outside 
parties  to  come  in.    ]\Iy  purpose  was  to  get  the  arms  at  once  onrselves. 

Q.  The  dispatch  addressed  to  you  on  the  13th  of  October  reads  thus: 
"  liemiugton  telegraphs  if  you  have  not  yet  bought  for  the  government, 
you  will  be  able  to  do  so  on  better  terms." — A.  I  had  said  to  him  in  my 
dispatch  dated  the  8th,  which  has  been  referred  to,  "  It  is  absolutely 
necessary  this  fever  should  cease ;"  and  stated  that  si)eculators  seemed 
desirous  of  buying  arras,  and  I  understood  this  dispatch  to  be  partly  in 
response  to  mine  on  that  subject. 

Q.  What  does  it  mean,  "If  you  have  not  yet  bought  for  the  govern- 
ment." Does  that  mean  the  French  government  f — A.  So  I  understood. 
•  Q.  After  the  receipt  of  the  dispatcli  the  sales  were  postponed,  Avere 
they  not? — Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  suggest  to  (rcneral  Dyer  that  the  sales  should  be  post 
poned  ? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  the  postponement  of  the  sales  took  i>lace 
in  consequence  of  the  dispatch  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Who  informed  you  that  no  further  sales  could  be  made  to  you  iu 
consequence  of  that  dispatch? — A.  (leneral  Dyer,  in  i)erson,  if  I  recol 
lect  aright. 

Q.  In  what  form  did  he  inform  you  of  it  ?  What  did  he  say  ? — A.  1 
do  not  recollect  the  words  he  used. 

Q.  You  can  give  the  drift  of  them,  I  suppose. — A.  It  was  to  that 
purport,  that  sales  were  disttontinued,  and  that  bids  from  us  couhl  not 
be  accepted. 

Q.  In  conseciuence  of  the  dispatch  ? — A.  I  do  not  recolle<;t  that  be 
made  use  of  that  language;  but  the  whole  idea  was  that  it  was  iu  con- 
sequence of  the  dispatch. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  show  him  that  disiJatch  ? — A.  I  recollect 
being  in  his  office  at  a  quarter  after  twelve,  and  thinking  that  I  would 
try  to  get  off  on  the  one  o'clock  train,  and,  in  consequence  of  the  delay 
about  this  matter,  I  gave  it  up. 

Q.  Did  you  show  him  that  dispatch  at  once  ? — A.  Not  immediately. 

Q.  Did  you  show  it  to  him  in  consequence  of  any  conversation  you 
had? — A.  No,  sir;  I  had  been  to  the  ollice  that  morning  once  before, 
and  had  returned  to  the  Arlington  House,  and  there  received  the  dis 
patch,  and  subsequent  to  that  I  returned  to  the  Ordnance  Office  and 
saw  General  Dyer.  • 

Q.  What  had  you  been  doing  at  the  Ordnance  Office  when  you  were 
there? — A.  As  near  as  I  can  recollect,  I  had  been  consummating  a  pur- 
chase of  either  Spencers  or  old-model  llemiugtons;  I  have  forgotten 
which. 

Q.  Did  you  desire  the  postponement  of  the  sales  t — A.  It  did  notocenr 
to  mo  one  way  or  the  other  at  that  moment  whether  I  desired  it  or  not. 
Of  course,  I  did  not  desire  it  if  I  could  purchase  at  once. 

Q,  As  soon  as  you  learned  that  you  could  not  purchase,  did  you  tiuMi 
^lesire  the  postponement  of  the  sales? — A.  Probably.  I  can  remember 
now  that  it  gave  me  the  ox)portunity  to  get  others  to  come  in,  and  in 
that  way  it  was  a  benelit,  but  I  expressed  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Did  the  idea  that  you  would  have  to  make  arrangements  with 
middlemen  strike  you  at  the  time? — A.  Either  then  or  very  soon.  I 
telegraphed  to  Mr.  Shepherd  that  day. 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Shepherd  ? — A.  Mr.  She]>herd  is  one  of  the  directors 
in  the  company  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  lie  is  the  cashier  of  the  llion 
Bank.  Thinking  it  more  prndent  to  telegraph  to  him  than  to  Mr.  liem- 
ington,  because  I  thought  it  might  leak  out  in  some  way  even  from  tlie 
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telegraph  office  if  I  should  telegraph  to  Mr.  Ileiniiigton,  I  telegraphed 
to  Mr.  Shepherd  to  meet  me  in  New  York  the  next  day.    He  did  so. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  communication  with  anybody  concerning  the 
employment  of  middle-men  here,  after  it  had  been  ordered  that  no  fur 
ther  Sides  should  be  made  to  you  1 — A.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  Did  you  put  in  any  bid  for  arms  after  having  been  informed  that 
no  further  sales  would  be  made  to  you? — A.  I  believe  1  did.  I  put  in  a 
bid  at  the  time  of  the  bids  of  the  18th  of  October. 

Q.  Why  did  you  do  that  f — A.  It  was  not  generally  known  that  we 
were  ruled  out,  if  I  may  use  the  expression,  and  1  did  not  care  to  have 
it  known  that  we  were  in  that  position,  inasmuch  as  we  hac^  been  treat- 
ing, and  I  wished  als<3  to  sustain  my  own  position,  which  was,  that  we 
were  not  agents  of  the  French  government. 

Q.  Was  it  done  to  create  the  impression  among  dealers  that  you  had 
not  been  excluded  f — A.  That  might  have  been  an  element.  I  do  not 
remember  now  the  full  reason  for  it;  but  I  thought  it  was  just  as  well, 
and  would  do  no  harm,  to  let  our  bid  go  in. 

Q.  You  could  not  have  done  so  without  any  reason  for  it  ? — A.  No ; 
but  inasmuch  as  we  had  been  dealing,  and  I  had  stated  that  we  were 
purchasing  for  ourselves,  I  thought  it  better  to  put  in  a  bid. 

Bv  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

•, 

Q.  If  it  had  been  known  that  you  had  been  ruled  out,  would  it  not 
have  shari>ened  the  operations  of  other  dealers  f — A.  That  is  what  I 
thought  at  the  time.    It  might  do  better  to  go  right  on. 

By  Mr.  ScnuR? : 

Q.  Did  you  do  this  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  your  arrangements 
with  middle-men  f — A.  I  do  not  remember  all  the  reasons  that  entered 
into  my  mind.  I  thought  it  could  do  no  harm,  at  any  rate,  and  it  might 
be  of  some  advantage  in  some  way. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  anybody  connected  with  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  about  your  middle-men  f — A.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  reason  to  suppose  that  it  was  kpown  at  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  that  you  had  dealings  with  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Gra- 
ham, and  with  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  ? — A.  No,  sir.  In  reference  to 
that,  I  thought  they  would  be  the  better  parties,  for  the  reason  that 
in  some  of  my  conversitions  prior  to  their  engagement  I  had  not  referred 
to  them  as  being  acting  for  our  interest,  because  they  had  not  been. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  that  you  had  had  some  business  connection  with 
them  before  f — A.  Not  in  reference  to  these  purchases,  only  as  to  our 
own  arms  prior  to  that.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  advertised  them- 
selves as  the  agents  of  E.  Kemington  &  Sons  in  one  paper,  the  Army 
and  Navy  Journal,  and  the}'  were  selling  all  arms  manufactured  by  us. 
They  were  large  dealers,  and  had  facilities  for  making  sales,  and  acted 
as  our  agents,  receiving  a  commission ;  sometimes  purchasing  large  lots 
themselves,  and  holding  them  for  sale. 

Q.  When  did  that  advertisement  appear  ? — A.  It  had  been  a  stand- 
ing advertisement,  I  think. 

Q.  Had  it  been  in  the  papers  a  considerable  time? — A.  I  do  not  re- 
member now  how  long.  Excuse  me,  but  I  do  not  know  but  that  I  am 
stating  wrongly  when  I  say  that  they  advertised  themselves  as  our 
agents.  I  am  not  positive  that  they  did  that.  I  think,  on  reflection, 
they  advertised  themselves  as  agents  for  the  sale  of  the  Remington 
giuis.  I  do  not  think  thej'  advertised  themselves  as  agents  of  E.  Rem- 
ington &  Sons. 
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Q.  I  suppose  that  advertiseineut  may  be  found  easily? — A.  Ithiukso. 

Q.  When  did  that  arrangement  terminate! — A.  There  is  no  termina- 
tion to  it  yet  in  terms,  though  they  have  not  been  doing  as  much  for  us 
lately. 

Q.  When  did  they  cease  to  act  for  you,  if  they  have  ceased  at  all  ?— 
A.  The  arrangement  is  subject  to  termination  at  a  day's  notice.  We 
have  never  given  them  any  such  notice. 

Q.  What  arrangement  did  you  make  with  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  and 
Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  when  you  engaged  them  to  act  as  middle- 
men for  youf — A.  The  aiTangement  with  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  was  not 
of  the  same  character  as  that  with  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham.  The 
arrangement  made  with  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  Avas  on  the  14th,  I  believe, 
and  that  with  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  GraTiam  was  on  the  17th. 

Q.  Then  it  was  immediately  after  you  had  shown  that  dispatch  at  the 
Ordnance  Bureau,  and  orders  had  be^n  given  that  no  sales  should  1)o 
made  to  youf — A.  The  next  day  I  was  in  New  York,  and  made  the 
arrangement  with  the  Baldwins. 

Q.  What  arrangement  did  you  make  with  them! — A.  It  was  not  ex- 
pressed  as  to  what  consideration  they  were  to  receive  at  that  time.  I 
said  to  them  in  a  general  way  that  we  would  either  give  them  a  broker- 
age, or  we  would  throw  some  of  our  other  business  in  their  way.  We 
desired  it  as  a  friendly  office.  They  afterward  were  paid  something;  1 
have  forgotten  now  what  it  was. 

Q.  Were  you  at  New  York  when  the  Richardson  purchase  of  breech- 
loaders was  effected! — A.  I  was  not  present  at  any  negotiation,  and  do 
not  know  the  exact  day. 

Q.  Did  you  speak  to  Colonel  Crispin  about  those  breech-loaders 
before  the  Eichardson  purchase  was  effected  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember 
speaking  to  him  about  it. 

Q.  You  stated  in  your  testimony,  I  believe,  that  Richardson  acted  for 
you  in  the  same  capacity  in  which  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  and 
Austin  B<aldwin  &  Co.  acted! — A.  Not  precisely  the  same.  It  amounted 
to  very  much  the  same  thing,  though,  in  the  end.  He  was  no  uion» 
intimately  connected  with  us  than  they  were. 

Q.  Had  he  acted  as  your  attorney  before! — A.  Only  locally. 

Q.  But  were  virtually  the  arrangements  the  same,  that  he  was  to  pur- 
chase those  arms  in  his  name,  that  the  arms  were  then  to  pass  under 
your  control! — A.  1  think  that  was  substantially  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Colonel  Crispin  about 
Mr.  Richardson! — A.  I  recollect  his  asking  me  who  Mr.  Richardson  was, 
and  I  replied  to  him  that  he  was  a  respectable  business-man,  and  a  law- 
yer as  well ;  that  be  had  been  a  receiver  of  the  old  Ilion  State  Bank' for 
several  years,  and  that  he  was  vice-president  of  the  agricultural  works 
at  Ilion. 

Q.  Are  the  Remingtons  connected  with  those  agricultural  works! — A. 
They  own  stock. 

Q.  What  is  the  style  of  the  agricultural  works ! — A,  "  Remington 
Agricultural  Works.'' 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Is  that  an  incorporated  company  ! — A.  It  is. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 
Q.  Y'ou  say  that  Richardson  conducted  his  own  correspondence  with 
regard  to  his  purchase.   Did  he  correspond  about  all  the  points  connected 
with  that  purchase! — A.  I  was  not  there  all  the  time  during  the  opera- 
tions with  reference  to  those  arms,  and  I  am  not  aware  what  did  occur 
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in  full.    I  have  been  informed  since  tbat  be  employed  Mr.  Smoot  to 
make  some  of  the  arms  for  him. 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Smoot? — A.  Mr.  W.  8.  Smoot  was  formerly  of  the  ord- 
nance corps  iu  the  Army. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Is  he  in  the  Army  now  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  then  ? — A.  At  that  time  he  was  on  a  six  months'  leave  of 
absence,  and  has  since  discontinued  his  connection  with  the  Army. 

Bv  Mr.  Sciiurz: 

Q.  Was  he  connected  with  liemington  &  Sons  at  the  time  ? — A.  He 
bad  a  temporary,  provisional  connection  with  E.  Remington  &  Sons, 
not  a  ]>ermanent  connection  with  them,  such  as  he  has  since  made. 

Q.  What  was  his  employment  under  E.  Remington  &  Sons  ? — A.  He 
was  considered  an  expert  in  arms  and  cartridges. 

Q.  Was  he  not  acting  as  superintendent  of  one  of  the  mechanical 
departments  there f — A.  lie  did  not  at  that  time.  He  was  considered 
an  ex[)ert  in  ordnance  matters,  lie  has  since  that  time  become  more 
nearly  associated  in  the  management  of  the  mechanical  department. 

Q.  He  act^d  at  that  time  in  the  Remington  establishment  at  Ilion  as 
an  expert  f — A.  Not  altogether  there.  He  did  whatever  he  was  desired 
to  do.  He  operated  in  New  York  sometimes,  and  occasionally  at  the 
Springfield  Armory.  He  was  employed  by  several  other  parties  at  that 
time. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  You  say  Mr.  Smoot  was  on  a  six  months'  leave  of  absence? — A. 
That  is  my  recollection. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  resigned  at  the  expiration  of  that  six 
months'  leave  of  absence  ? — A.  Yes ;  that  is  my  understanding. 

Mr.  Am-es.  I  will  state  that  it  is  customary  for  the  War  Department 
to  grant  an  officer  a  six  months'  leave  of  absence,  or  sometimes  a  twelve 
months'  leave  of  absence,  with  the  understanding  that  he  is  going  to 
leave  at  that  time.  I  know  nothing  about  this  ])articular  transaction. 
1  only  know  that  is  customary. 

Tbe  Witness.  Mr.  Smoot  entered  into  no  obligations  at  that  time 
vith  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  and  expressly  refrained  from  so  doing.  If 
he  saw  fit  to  engage  at  the  expiration  of  his  term  of  service  he  had  the 
opportunity  to  do  so,  but  at  that  time  there  had  not  occurred  an 
armugement. 

By  Mr.  ScHURz: 

Q.'Wben  Colonel  Crispin  consulted  you  about  the  character  of  Mr. 
Richardson,  his  standing,  &c.,  did  you  tell  Colonel  Crispin  that  Richard- 
son wanted  to  buy  these  breech-loaders  on  his  own  account  f — A.  I  do 
not  recollect  telling  him  so. 

Q.  When  did  Colonel  Crispin  ask  you  about  Richardson  in  connec- 
tion with  his  purchase  of  breech-loading  arms  ? — A.  I  think  it  was 
abont  the  time  that  that  negotiation  was  pending. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  you  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  Mr.  Rich- 
anlsou  was  a  proper  man  to  sell  arms  to? — A.  He  did  not  so  state,  but 
that  was  my  inference. 

Q.  Did  you  give  Colonel  Crispin  to  understand  that  Mr.  Richardson 
was  a  man  who  would  buy  arms  on  his  own  account  ? — A.  I  do  not 
recollect  so  stating. 

Q.  Did  you  say  anything  to  that  efllectf — A.    I  do  not  think  I  did. 
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I  do  not  think  I  said  anything  one  way  or  tlic  other  in  reference  to 
that.  I  recollect  his  asking  this  question,  as  near  as  I  can  rememlwr  it, 
whether  Mr.  liichardson  belonged  to  the  firm  of  E.  Kemingtou  &  Sons, 
and  I  t^ld  him  no. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  you  whether  Mr.  Kichanlson  acted  for  K.  llemingtoii 
&  Sonsf — A.  I  do  not  recollect  his  asking  the  question  in  that  form, 
because  I  know  I  had  it  in  my  own  mind  not  to  state  anything  that 
would  imply  what  wa*}  not  true.  I  did  not  want  to  tell  a  lie.  I  was  not 
going  to  lie  about  that  matter.  I  believed  Mr.  llichardson's  purchase 
would  eventually  fall  into  our  hands,  and  tlierefore  I  could  not  state 
that  he  was  not  at  that  time  purchasing  for  our  benefit  strictly',  because 
I  expected  them  to  come  into  our  hands. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Crispin  put  any  cpiestion  to  you  that  would  call  forth 
and  demand  an  answer  of  that  kind,  whether  liichardson  was  actini; 
for  you  or  not  f — A.  I  do  not  recolUn^t  his  asking  any  otaer  <piestioiis 
than  those  I  have  staled. 

Q.  Then  what  questions  did  Crispin  address  to  you  for  the  pnrpose 
of  ascertaining  whether  Kichardson  was  a  mere  blind  for  Remington  or 
notf — A.  As  1  have  stated,  he  asked  me,  first,  who  Mr.  liichardson 
was,  and  I  informed  him ;  then  he  asked  me  if  he  belonged  to  tlie  firm 
of  E.  Keniington  &  Sons. 

Q.  That  was  all  ?— A.  That  was  all  1  recollect. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  speak  to  General  Dyer  about  cartridges  to  be  manu- 
factured to  go  along  with  these  breech-loading  armsf — A.  No,  sir;  I 
do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  examine  the  c^u'resi^ondence  between  liichardson 
and  Crispin  with  regard  to  that  purchase  ? — A»  No,  sir.  I  think  I  saw  a 
letter  from  Mr.  liichardson  to  Colonel  Crispin,  or  a  copy  of  it.  1  have 
seen  that  since  this  investigation  has  come  up. 

Q.  What  was  the  letter  f — x\.  I  do  not  recollect  it  exactly. 

(J.  Did  not  that  letter  speak  about  25,000  cartridges  to  be  made  ? — 
A.  I  do  not  recollect.  I  merely  saw  it.  I  do  not  think  1  reatl  it 
through. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  at  the  time  of  that  letter? — A.  I  do  not 
recollect  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  (^olonel  (>rispin  about  cart 
ridges  to  be  manufactured  to  go  along  with  those  breech  loading  guns  '— 
A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  see  General  Dyer  at  the  time  when  those  breech -loading 
arms  were  sold  to  liichardson  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  him  at  all  then  f — A.  I  saw  him  during  his  stay 
in  New  York,  but  at  that  time  the  conversation  was  wholly  witli  i-efer- 
ence  to  our  own  arras,  and  with  reference  to  the  ilecision  of  the  Saint 
Louis  bocird.  At  that  time  the  question  was  under  discussion  somewhat 
as  to  what  action  General  Dyer  would  take.  The  Saint  Louis  board,  of 
which  General  Schofield  was  president,  had  recommended  our  arm  for 
adoption  by  the  Army,  and  it  had  also  been  recommended  by  General 
Sherman,  and  General  Dyer  thought  it  prudent  to  try  the  arms  in  the 
hands  of  the  troops — the  Springfield  arm,  model  of  18G8,  the  lieming- 
ton  arm,  and  the  Sharp  arm. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  the  subject  of  the  cartridges  mentioned  at  all  f — A. 
I  do  not  recollect  hearing  it  mentioned. 

Q.  Did  you  press  upon  Crispin  the  necessity  of  sending  those  breech- 
loaders promi)tly  forward  T — A.  1  do  not  recollect  of  doing  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  liemington  did,  who  was  at  that  time 
in  New  York  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  it.     I  know  it  was  a  subject  of 
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^reat  iiiti^rcst  to  us,  but  I  do  not  recollect  sayiuj::  anything  personally, 
nor  of  Lis  saying  anything  i)ersonally,  to  the  oMcers  of  the  Ordnance 
Bureau. 

Q.  Did  you  ha\  e.  a  dispatch  from  Mr.  Keniington  on  November  15th 
about  a  certain  number  of  pieces  of  artillery  which  had  been  contracted 
for,  and  which  were  to  be  reduced  to  a  less  number  t — A.  1  do  not  re- 
collect the  date  when  the  dispatches  were  received.  I  recollect  there 
was  telegraphic  correspondence  in  reference  to  batteries. 

Q.  What  was  it! — A.  3Iy  recollection  has  not  been  refreshed  on  that 
matter  since  it  occurred. 

Q,  Have  you  got  the  dispatch  ? — A.  I  have  not.  My  recollection  of 
it  now  is  that  it  resulted  in  our  jmrchase,  through  Austin  i]aldwin  & 
Co.,  of  thirty  batteries — ten  batteries  of  20-pounders,  and  twenty  of 
10-pounder  Parrotts,with  suitable  ammunition  of  the  different  kinds. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  anything  of  a  request  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Ilem- 
ington  that  the  number  of  guns  to  be  bought  should  be  reduced  ;  that 
is,  that  tliey  should  buy  a  less  uuudier  1 — A.  I  recollect  the  first  dispatch 
named  a  higher  number,  and  afterward  it  was  reduced,  and  1  think  the 
first  application  by  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  to  the  ordnance  office  in  New 
York  was  for  a  larger  number  than  was  subse<|uently  purchased. 

Q,  Do  you  remember  whether  any  margin  was  put  up  for  the  larger 
number  f — A.  1  do  not, 

Q.  J)id  you  have  about  that  reduction  any  conversation  either  with 
Colonel  Crispin  or  General  Dyer! — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  had  any  con- 
versiiticm  with  them  about  these  matters,  because  I  understood  that  it 
vumld  not  be  for  our  interest  to  do  it. 

Q.  Were  you  not  at  the  Ordnance  Dureau  on  the  IGth  of  Novem- 
ber*— A.  I  do  not  recollect.  The  niason  why  1  recall  the  dates  so  minutely 
in  reference  to  the  October  i)ur(;hases  is  that  I  have  been  all  over  that 
^Tound  so  as  to  be  able  to  answer  intelligently  (piestions  that  might  be 
propounded  to  me  in  France ;  but  the  question  of  these  batteries  never 
liaviug  been  discussed  at  all,  1  have  not  taken  pains  to  refresh  m}^  re- 
collection about  the  dates. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Kemington  having  been  at  New  York  and 
in  conmmnication  with  Colonel  Crispin  at  the  time  when  the  liichard- 
son  purchase  was  effected  ? — A.  i  think  1  recollect  Mr.  Kemington 
meeting  Colonel  Crispin,  but  1  do  not  recollect  any  conversations 
lu'tween  them  on  that  subject. 

(^  Did  Mr.  Jtemington  converse  with  you  about  these  matters  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

(^  Did  he  converse  with  you  about  the  cartridges  to  be  bought  along 
with  the  breech-loading  guns? — A.  I  recollect  his  remarking  that  it  was 
necessary  to  have  the  cartridges;  that  it  was  no  use  to  have  guns 
without  cartridges ;  and  that  it  would  be  out  of  the  (luestion  to  author- 
ize any  negotiation  for  the  arms  unless  the  cartridges  could  be  obtained. 

Q.  i)o  you  recollect  anything  that  Mr.  Kemington  said  to  you  con- 
cerning tiie  arrangements  that  had  been  made  for  obtaining  these  car- 
tridges f — A.  No,  sir;  we  were  obtaining  some  cartridges  from  other 
parties  that  we  thought  might  be  adapted  to  these  arms. 

Q.  Were  they  adapted  to  these  arms  1 — A.  Some  few,  but  we  could 
not  obtain  them  in  anything  like  the  quantity  required. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect  Mr.  Eemington  having  had  conversations 
with  General  Dyer  upon  that  subject  f — A.  1  do  not.  I  was  never  present 
at  such  conversations,  if  there  were  any. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  a«ked  to  put  up  a  margin  for  the  breech-loaders 
purchased  by  Richardson  t — A.  Not  to  my  recollecjtion. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Kemington  was? — A.  Not  to  luy 
knowledge. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  liave  any  conversation  about  a  margin  to  be  put  up 
for  the  Eichardson  purchase  with  either  Colonel  Crispin  or  General 
Dyer  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  now  that  I  did. 

Q.  Think  of  it. — A.  I  am  very  positive  that  I  never  did  with  General 
Dyer,  because  I  never  had  any  occasion  to.  In  the  first  place,  he  was 
not  there ;  and  as  to  Colonel  Crispin,  I  sometimes  chilled  at  the  office, 
and  I  certainly  know  my  reasons  for  not  saying  anything  about  it;  and 
knowing  the  reasons,  I  think  I  did  not. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  were  the  reasons  f — A.  I  did  not  want  Colonel  Crispin  to 
know  that  we  were  getting  those  goods. 

15y  3Ir.  ScnuRZ : 

(J.  When  did  Mr.  llemingt-ou  leave  again  for  France,  after  having 
been  here  in  December,  1870  ? — A.  It  was  as  late,  I  think,  as  May,  ltS71. 

ii,  lie  remained  here  the  whole  winter? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  acted  generally  as  the  agent  of  the  firm  in  the  purchase  of 
these  arms,  did  you  not  f — A.  I  had  the  charge  of  the  business  in  Xew 
York  generally,  although  1  did  not  do  it  all  in  person. 

Q.  And  you  say  that  Mr.  Kemington  had  no  conversation  with  you 
about  matters  connected  with  the  Richardson  purchase,  and  the  manu- 
facturing of  cartridges  I — A.  I  presume  he  did,  but  we  had  so  many 
purchases  from  other  2)arties  that  wherever  I  could  be  relieved  I  was  so 
relieved.  Where  it  was  not  necessary  to  explain  in  detail,  I  may  not 
have  received  such  explanations.  We  were  i)urchasing  largely  from 
private  manufacturers  and  dealers. 

Q.  You  say,  then,  that  according  to  your  recollection  Mr.  Remington 
had  no  such  conversation  with  you  about  that  purchase  ? — A.  Nothing 
that  I  can  remember  now  the  words  of. 

Q.  We  do  not  care  about  words ;  we  care  more  about  the  substance, — 
A.  I  do  not  remember  the  substance  of  any  conversation. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  arrangement  with  Poultney  &  Trimble,  of  Bal- 
timore, lor  the  purchase  from  the  Government  of  10,000  Remington 
Navy  rifles f — A.  No,  sir.  Mr.  Remington  made  an  arrangement  to  pur- 
chase some  arms  of  Poultney  &  Trimble. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  those  arms  came  from  f — A.  I  do  not  know  it 
of  my  own  knowledge,  although  I  have  good  reason  to  think  that  I 
know.  No  one  has  explained  in  detail  to  me  the  derivation  of  the  arms^ 
but,  judging  from  circumstances,  I  made  up  my  mind. 

Q.  In  what  way  did  you  make  up  your  own  mind  as  to  where  the 
arms  came  from  f — A.  I  thought  they  came  from  the  Government. 

Q.  Did  they  come  from  the  Springfield  armory,  according  to  your  un- 
derstanding ? — A.  I  think  they  were  made  there. 

Q.  Did  roultney&  Trimble  act  as  your  agents  in  that  matter  in  mak- 
ing the  purchase f — A.  No,  sir;  not  strictly.  We  agreed  to  pay  them 
a  i)rice  for  the  arms;  that  is  all  we  did  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  make  an  agreement  with  them  to  pay  them  a  certain 
I>rice  for  those  arms  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Before  they  were  bought  f — A.  I  do  not  know  when  they  were 
bought  by  them. 

Q.  Were,  according  to  that  arrangement,  Poultney  &  Trimble  to  buy 
the  arms  for  you? — A.  We  did  not  make  any  aiTangement  with  regard 
to  their  buying  the  arms.  We  simply  agreed  to  pay  them  a  price  for 
the  arms. 
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Q.  If  they  could  get  the  arms? — A.  If  they  coukl  deliver  the  arms  to 
us. 

Q.  Were  the  arms  to  be  sent  to  France  ? — A,  We  had  our  own  inten- 
tions about  that. 

Q.  You  did  intend  to  send  them  to  France  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  not  Kemington  have  an  arrangement  with  Schuyler,  Hartley 
&  Graham,  by  which  you  i)aid  them  a  certain  amount  on  every  Reming- 
ton gun  sold  by  them  in  the  United  States? — A.  When  it  comes  to 
going  into  our  private  business  arrangements  with  them,  is  it  proper 
tor  me  to  expose  them  f 

The  Chairman.  What  has  it  to  do  with  this  matter  f 

Mr,  ScHURZ.  I  will  not  press  the  question.  1  will  respect  your  feel- 
ings in  that  respect. 

The  Witness.  There  is  really  nothing  to  conceal.  The  point  is  this : 
whether  it  is  prudent  for  me  to  go  on  and  explain  privatebusiness  con- 
nection with  that  house. 

Mr.  8CIIURZ.  I  woidd  not  Lave  asked  the  question  had  you  not  made 
the  statement  yourself  alreadv.  You  will  remember  that  you  made  the 
statement  that  there  was  some  such  arrangement  between  Schuyler, 
llartley  &  Graham  that  thej^  were  to  sell  your  arms. 

The  Witness.  There  is  nothing  to  be  ashamed  of  in  answering  the 
c£uestion. 

3Ir.  SciiUEZ.  I  did  not  expect  there  was ;  but  I  want  to  connect  with 
that  another  question.  Why  did  you  not  try  to  get  those  Kemingtou 
Navy  rifles  through  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  ? 

The  Witness.  It  was  a  decision  of  Mr.  Samuel  liemingtou  to  i)urchase 
the  arms  from  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble.  I  did.  not  decide  the  mat- 
ter myself.  He  had  his  own  reasons  for  so  doing.  I  suppose  one  of 
those  reasons  was  similar  to  that  for  employing  Mr.  Kichardson,  namely, 
that  it  would  be  better  to  scatter  the  business  around. 

Q.  That  was  the  reason  why  Poultney  &  Trimble  were  employed  ? — 
A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  other  reason. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  pay  the  margin  for  Poultney  &  Trimble  to  Colonel 
Crispin,  or  did  Mr.  Eemington ! — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  think 
whatever  occurred  in  reference  to  any  margin  must  have  been  done  by 
Poultney  &  Trimble. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  arrangement  that  was  made  between  Poult- 
ney &  Trimble  and  Mr.  Kemington  about  that  matter? — A.  I  do  not 
know  the  particulars  of  it.  Of  course  1  know  the  price  that  we  paid — 
that  is,  it  is  on  our  records ;  but  I  cannot  recall  it  now. 

Q.  You  say  that  your  impression  is  that  these  Remington  Navy  rifles 
had  been  manufactured  at  the  Springfield  armory  ? — A.  Judging  from 
what  I  have  seen  in  the  papers,  and  from  what  I  have  heard  outside 
about  it,  I  should  infer  so ;  but  I  do  not  know  it  ofticially,  and  I  do  not 
know  it  in  any  business  way. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  a  lot  of  Eemington  Navy  rifles  being  manufac- 
tured at  the  Springfield  armory  to  replace  those  sold? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  the  mechanics  at  the  Springfield  armory  being 
worked  beyond  their  usual  day's  work  getting  arms  for  you  to  ship  at  a 
certain  timef — A.  No,  sir;  I  never  heard  of  such  a  thing. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  a  lot  ot*  arms  being  shipped  from  Springfield  by  a 
certain  train  at  night  to  reach  a  certain  steamer! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  arrangements  were  made  by  you  with  Colonel  Crispin  or  hi« 
subordinates  concerning  delivery  of  arms  on  piers  and  docks,  &c.f — A. 
When  we  made  our  purchases,  I  stipulated  that  the  arms  should  be  de- 
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liverecl  at  certain  piers  and  docks.     The  first  purchase  Colonel  Crispin 
declined  so  to  deliver. 

Q.  What  first  purchase  i?— A.  The  50,000  Springfields,  and  also  the 
cartridges  which  1  had  i)urchased  prior  to  that  time,  lie  declined  to 
deliver  them,  and  I  employed  a  lighterman  to  deliver  them.  That  was 
the  purchase  made  about  the  28th  or  29th  of  September. 

Q.  Did  you  not,  from  time  to  time,  designate  to  the  ordnance  agent 
at  New  York  the  dock  and  piers  where  arms  were  to  be  delivered  ? — 
A.  Subsequently  to  that  time  I  think  I  mentioned  it.  I  do  not  recol- 
lect mentioning  it  to  Colonel  Crispin  ;  I  do  not  recollect  mentioning  it 
to  anybody  but  Mr,  Hall ;  I  think  I  mentioned  it  to  him  and  Mr.  Shea; 
and,  as  to  Shea,  I  was  ex)>licitly  informed  that  he  was  not  in  the  employ- 
ment of  the  Government ;  that  he  used  his  own  lighters,  and  did  busi- 
ness for  the  Government  and  anybody  else  who  wanted  him.  Mr.  Hall 
was  in  the  employment  of  the  Government,  and  had  charge,  as  I  under- 
stood, of  such  deliveries. 

Q.  And  you  did  designate  to  him  the  piers  and  dcK'ks  where  those 
lots  of  arms  should  be  delivered  f — A.  1  think  I  designated  to  Mr.  Hall 
the  piers  where  we  wanted  our  arms  delivered,  but  as  the  circumstances 
changed,  sometimes  I  may  have  informed  ]\Ir.  Shea,  or  the  people  down 
at  the  lighter. 

Q.  You  say  you  may  have? — A.  1  think  1  can  recollect  of  proceeding 
to  the  piers  and  asking  for  a  change  of  location  of  the  goods. 

Q,  Did  you  give  those  instructions  at  the  jners,  or  were  you  not 
obliged  to  give  them  previously,  so  as  to  liave  the  arms  delivered  at 
the  piers  when  you  wanted  them? — A.  Usually  I  gave  some  intimation 
as  to  where  they  were  wanted. 

Q.  To  Mr.  Hallf — A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  I  gave  it  to  ^Ir.  Hall  as 
a  general  rule,  although  1  do  think  that  I  had  conversation  with  Mr. 
Hall  about  it  at  some  times;  but  the  man  I  conversed  with  usually  was 
Mr.  Shea,  who  frequently  came  down  town  to  my  plnce. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Could  Mr.  Shea  change  the  destination  of  the  arms;  instead  ot 
taking  them  to  i)ier  No.  3,  could  he  take  them  to  ])ier  No. of — A.  He 
seemed  to  be  willing  to  make  any  disjjosition  of  them  that  1  required. 
He  did  so,  at  least. 

By  Mr.  Sciii  RZ: 

Q,  Who  has  the  direction  of  those  things  at  the  New  York  ordnanee 
office? — A.  As  I  understand  it,  Mr.  Hall  is  the  man. 

Q.  So  Mr,  Hall  gave  the  orders  to  Mr.  Shea  where  to  d(»livcr  arms  !— 
A.  I  do  not  know  what  their  internal  arrangements  are.  1  only  know 
in  a  general  way  that  Mr.  Hall  seemed  to  have  **harge  of  their  goods 
and  their  buildings  and  to  have  the  delivery  of  them  to  the  lighters. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  These  lighters  are  small  boots  that  carry  the  merchandise  fn)m 
the  dock  to  the  steamer  ? — A.  From  the  Government  warehouses  to 
whatever  places  they  are  required,  whether  at  the  dock  or  whether  to 
the  steamer. 

By  Mr.  SciiURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  give  such  instructions  as  to  the  piers  and  docks,  where 
they  were  to  be  delivered,  with  regard  to  all  the  lots  of  arms  that  were 
shipped  by  you? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q,  Did  yon  ever  converse  with  Colonel  Crispin  about  those  things  ! — 
A.  I  think  I  did  in  the  beginning,  although  I  cannot  recollect  any  con- 
versation now. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Crispin  tell  you  what  one  of  his  subordinates  you  had 
to  transact  that  business  with  f — A.  I  do  not  remember  whether  he  did 
or  whether  it  was  Mr.  McGowan, 

Q.  Who  desip:nated  Mr.  Hall  as  the  person  to  make  these  arrange- 
ments ? — A.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  McGowan. 

Q.  Was  there  any  concealment  about  those  arms  going  to  France 
generally? — A.  No,  sir;  the  reporters  of  the  newspapers  seemed  to 
publish  things  from  time  to  time.  The  i)ublic  generally,  I  think,  were 
apprised  of  it. 

Q.  Did  the  men  who  carried  the  arms  to  the  piers  and  docks  have  a 
general  knowledge  that  they  were  going  to  France  ? — A.  That  1  do 
not  know.  I  never  conversed  with  any  of  them  abouc  it  except  Mr. 
Shea. 

Q.  Do  you  think  there  could  have  beim  any  other  opinion  among 
them  ? — A.  It  is  hard  for  me  to  say,  because  I,  being  so  completely  ab- 
sorbed with  the  idea  that  they  were  going  there,  could  hardly  judge  as 
to  others. 

Q.  Did  you  employ  a  man  to  receipt  for  arms  delivered  on  docks  and 
piers  ? — A.  I  think  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  employed  a  man. 

Q.  Did  301J  employ  anybody  for  yourself  ? — A.  Xot  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  Who  signed  the  receipt  for  the  delivery  of  arms  f — A.  I  cannot 
recollect  the  name  of  the  man  now ;  I  have  not  seen  him  for  a  long 
time. 

Q.  Would  youremember  the  name  of  the  man  if  I  mentioned  it  to 
you  ! — A.  I  think  so, 

Q.  Did  you  employ  Mr.  Sidney  Starbuck  f — A.  I  think  Starbuck  was 
the  name  of  the  man  employed  by  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co. 

Q.  Who  signed  the  receipts  for  Remington  &  Sons  for  arms  delivered 
on  piers  and  docks? — A.  I  do  not  know,  really;  I  never  gave  any  authority 
to  anybody.  If  anybody  assumed  it,  it  is  beyond  my  knowledge.  I  do 
not  think  I  ever  gave  authority  to  anybody  to  sign. 

Q.  Did  you  do  it  yourself! — A.  I  may  have  done  so  in  some  instances. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  i)iers  and  docks  to  sign  those  receii^ts  for  de- 
livery f — A.  Occasionally  I  was  there. 

Q.  Were  you  there  always  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  were  not  there  was  it  not  ne(»essary  somebody  should 
be  there  to  sign  for  you  f — A.  I  do  not  know  that  it  was  necessary.  I 
trusted  largely  to  the  parties  delivering.  The  business  was  so  immense 
that  we  could  not  take  the  precautions  people  would  in  shipping  small 
packages.  The  docks  were  usually  at  our  disposal.  Whatevei*  went  on 
to  the  docks  was  taken  care  of,  and  the  docks  were  policed  and  the 
goods  went  on  to  the  vessel.  It  was  not  necessary  to  observe  the  little 
details  that  are  usually  observed  in  shipping  by  a  variety  of  i)arties  on 
board  the  same  steamer. 

Q.  You  say  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  employed  Mr.  Sidney  Starbuck  f — 
A.  I  so  recollect  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  also  employed  by  Schuyler,  Hartley 
&  Graham  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Can  you  not  remember  f — A.  I  think  they  employed  their  own 
man. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  who  was  employed  to  sign  in  the  name  of  Thomas 
Kiebardson  ? — A.  No,  sir.    It  strikes  me  that  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co. 

IGs  A 
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let  this  Mr.  Starbuck  do  any  business  pertaining  to  that  shipment  that 
came  along  that  seemed  to  be  necessary ;  and  I  tacitly  consented  to  it. 

Q.  To  whom  were  those  receipts  given  for  the  delivery  of  goods  f — 
A.  That  I  do  not  know,  unless  it  was  to  the  lighterman.  It  should, 
l>roperly,  1  should  judge,  have  been  to  whoever  delivered  them. 

Q.  Do  3'ou  remember  to  have  known  a  person  by  the  name  of  Hugh 
Riley  ? — A.  I  do  not.    I  do  not  think  I  ever  met  any  such  character. 

Q.  Did  you  write  a  letter  to  Colonel  Crispin  about  these  receipts, 
which  was  carried  to  Colonel  Crispin  b}'  a  Mr.  W.  Littlejohn  ? — A.  1  do 
not  recollect. 

Q.  Was  there  ever  any  difficulty  about  those  receipts  between  you 
and  Colonel  Crispin "? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  now. 

Q.  Did  you  give  any  checks  to  the  ordnance  agency  in  New  York  in 
payment  for  arms  bought  under  the  names  of  Schuyler,  Hartley  & 
Graham,  and  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  Or  liichardsou,  either? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  the  steamers  Erie,  Ontario,  and  Concordia 
were  chartered  by  the  French  consul  f — A.  I  think  they  were  chartered 
bv  Mr.  Cheviteaux. 

Q.  Who  was  in  connection  with  the  French  consul? — A.  He  assumed 
to  be  employed  as  a  broker  by  the  French  consul.  I  have  learned  since 
that  he  has  received  a  commission  as  such,  so  I  suppose  that  he  was  an 
outside  merchant. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  about  these  streamers  with 
Colonel  Crispin  when  you  wanted  arms  to  be  sent  to  them? — A,  1  do 
not  recollect  now. 

By  Mr.  Carpe:^tek  : 

Q.  Did  j'ou  ever  tell  Colonel  Crispin  that  you  wanted  arms  sent  to 
those  steamers? — A.  Probably  when  1  purchased  our  own  arms  1  may 
have  mentioned  it  to  him,  but  I  do  not  recollect  even  that. 

By  Mr.  SonuKZ : 

Q.  Do  you  deem  it  possible,  after  all  that  had  passed,  that  Colonel 
Crispin  sifiould  have  been  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  the  arms  sold  to 
Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  and  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  and  to  Rich- 
ardson, really  belonged  to  llemington,  and  were  going  to  France  ? — A. 
That  is  a  pretty  hard  question  to  answer.  I  cannot  answer  so  well  for 
Colonel  Crispin  as  for  myself. 

Q.  In  whose  name  were  the  arms,  bought  in  these  different  names, 
cleared  at  the  custom-house? — A.  I  think  those  were  cleared  in  our  own 
name — E.  Kemington  &  Sons. 

Q.  All  of  them  ? — A.  I  think  they  were.  All  may  not  have  been.  It 
is  possible,  and  even  probable,  that  some  lots  were  not.  It  was  consid- 
ered a  mere  matter  of  convenience,  and  if  any  other  party  chose  to 
clear  them,  we  were  perfectly  willing  to  have  them  do  it.  It  wa«  done 
in  a  hurry,  and  sometimes  other  parties  did  it  for  us. 

Q.  You  say  you  think  they  were  mostly  cleared  in  your  own  name,  as 
your  own  i)roperty  f — A.  I  think  they  were.    That  is  my  recollection. 

Q.  You  have  probably  seen  in  the  newspapers  an  affidavit  made  by 
one  Hubbell,  that  the  books  of  E.  Kemington  &  Sons  had  been  tran- 
scribed three  times? — A.  I  saw  such  a  statement  in  the  Tribune. 

Q.  Is  there  any  truth  in  it? — A.  I  am  sorry  to  say, for  Mr.  Ilubbeirs 
sake,  that  that  was  a  very  willful  and  malicious  publication,  and,  for  our 
own  sake,  I  am  very  sorry  it  occurred,  because  it  tended  to  calumniate 
people  who  were  trying  to  be  resjiectable. 
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Q.  Was  it  true  ? — A.  It  is  not  true.  The  circumstances  were  these : 
In  the  beginning  we  kept  no  books  in  New  York.  I  made  checks  in  New 
York  and  forwarded  them  to  E.  Eemington  &  Sons,  at  Ilion.  Eventu- 
ally, Mr.  Norton,  one  of  our  book-keepers,  came  to  New  York  to  assist 
me,  and  he  kept  all  our  commercial  operations  as  well  as  he  could,  at- 
tending to  the  shipping  and  the  other  duties  at  the  same  time,  assisting 
me  generally,  and  he  kept  a  temporary  book,  I  think  two  or  three  books, 
but  not  the  full  set.  They  were  not  such  books  as  we  should  keep  if  we 
had  had  a  permanent  office  in  New  York  at  that  time.  The  accounts 
got  mixed  up.  They  were  intended  to  be  merged  into  the  Ilion  books, 
and  were  kept  with  that  view. 

By  Mr.  CARPENTER: 

Q.  Kept  as  mere  memoranda  for  entries  at  the  proper  place? — ^A. 
Yea,  sir.  When  Mr.  Samuel  Kemington  arrived,  after  some  time  had 
elapsed,  he  concluded  to  open  an  office  regularly  in  New  York,  and  did 
so  on  the  corner  of  Dey  street  and  Broadway,  and  our  operations  widened, 
and  we  required  a  regular  set  of  books  similar  to  those  at  Ilion,  and 
kept  our  accounts  with  that  office  just  as  we  did  with  anybody  else. 
We  have  the  books  that  we  kept  first,  and  there  is  nothing  in  those  that 
we  cannot  exhibit  if  it  is  required. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  So  the  t)ooks  were  copied  once  f — A.  Y^'es,  sir. 
Q.  Were  they  copied  twice  I — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 
Q.  And  all  the  books  that  you  kept  are  still  in  existence  ? — A.  Cer- 
tainly. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  They  were  copied  for  the  reason  you  have  stated  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  are  secretary  of  the  company  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  names  of  the  stockholders  in  the  Kemington 
Company  at  that  time? — A.  The  stockholders  werePhilo  Kemington, 
Samuel  Kemington,  Eliphalet  Kemington,  W.  C.  Squire,  F.  C.  Shep- 
herd, John  Hefler,  and,  I  think,  Mr.  Brooks,  but  I  am  not  sure  whether 
the  seventh  person  was  Mr.  Brooks  or  Mr.  Devoe. 

Q.  Are  those  all  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  those  the  stockholders  in  1870,  at  the  period  when  these 
sales  of  arms  took  place  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  There  is  a  complete  record  of  the  stockholders  in  existence,  I  sup- 
pose, always  kept! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  Kemington  stock  in  the  market? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  the  stock  of  your  company  sold  as  other  stocks  in  the  market  f — 
A.  No,  sir.  It  is  all  owned  in  the  family.  These  men  other  than  those 
belonging  to  the  family  only  own,  I  think,  one  share  each,  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  l)e  directors. 

Q.  Arei  thei^e  any  stockholders  whose  names  do  not  appear  on  the 
record  f — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  According  to  the  arrangement  of  the  business,  would  it  be  possi- 
ble that  there  should  be  any? — A.  No,  I  think  not. 

Q.  Is  there  anybody  having  an  interest  in  the  business  outside  of 
these  stockholders? — A.  There  are  parties  who  have  some  interest  in 
patents  that  we  use. 

Q.  In  your  own  patents  also  ? — A.  We  have  arrangements.  I  could 
go  on  aiid  explain  thes?,  but  it  is  a  question  whether  it  is  better  to 
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make  public  those  private  arrangements.    I  only  say  this :  that  parties 
receive  in  the  way  of  royalties  something  from  us. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Royalties  upon  their  patents  used  by  you ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  We  have 
a  great  variety  of  patents,  in  all  some  sixty  or  seventy,  I  think ;  and 
there  are  patents  that  we  control  that  originally  belonged  to  other  par- 
ties that  they  have  an  interest  in  remaining. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  you  pay  them  what  you  have  agreed  for  the  use  of  them  ! — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  there  were  claims  in  certain  cases  where  it  was  thought  best 
to  do  that  rather  than  to  go  into  litigation. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Claims  for  infringements ? — A.  Claims  for  infringements,  which  it 
was  thought  best  for  policy's  sake  to  pay  something  for  rather  than  go 
into  litigation. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Has  any  stock  in  the  company  of  E.  llemington  &  Sons  changed 
hands  within  a  period  of  three  years,  comprising  the  period  of  those 
sales  ? — A.  Not  to  my  recollection.  I  think  there  was  one  instance. 
There  had  been  an  overissue  of  stock,  and  the  party  was  advised  of  it 
and  restored  it. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  An  overissue  by  mistake  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  Was  there  ever  any  money  or  any  valuable  consideration  paid  for 
any  advantage  granted  to  any  party  outside  of  those  you  have  named 
to  promote  the  interests  of  E.  Kemington  &  Sons,  or  to  give  them  facili- 
ties in  making  the  purchases  you  have  been  speaking  of  from  the  Gov- 
ernment f — A.  If  you  include  all  the  other  parties  that  have  been  named^ 
I  say  no. 

Q.  I  mean  parties  not  immediately  connected  with  the  business,  with 
your  concern.  You  have  given  us  the  stockholders  of  the  company  who 
derived  advantage  if  there  was  any  profit  made  from  your  transac- 
tions.— A.  If  you  mean  aside  from  these  outside  merchants,  I  say  uo» 
If  you  wish  me  to  bring  in  the  name  of  other  merclnints  in  the  same 
way,  then  I  would  say  yos. 

Q.  Y^ou  say  you  have  given  advantages  to  merchants  who  acted  for 
you  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Meaning  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  (iraham,  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co., 
and  so  on  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  no  one  else  ? — A.  No  one.  1  was  merely  avoiding  naming 
any  other  person. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Was  any  benefit,  advantage,  compensation,  or  consideration  ever 
paid  to  any  officer  of  the  Government  or  any  man  connected  with  the 
Government? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  made  a  bid,  for  reasons  which  you  have  stated,  on  the  18th  ot 
October.  What  was  done  by  the  Government  with  that  bid;  did  they 
regard  it  at  all  f — A.  They  rejected  it. 
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Washington,  March  20, 1872. 
"Charles  J.  McGoivan  swoui  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  WLat  is  jour  business f — Answer.  I  am  known  as  chief 
clerk  of  the  United  States  ordnance  agency  at  New  York.  . 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  acting  in  that  capacity  ? — A.  Since,  I 
think,  the  latter  part  of  1864.  I  have  been  there  since  1862,  but  not  in 
the  same  capacity. 

Q.  AVhat  was  the  manner  of  conducting  the  sales  of  ordnance  stores 
and  the  mode  of  proceeding  in  your  oflQce  ? — A.  As  to  the  mode  of  con- 
ducting sales  my  statement  would  be  the  same  as  Colonel  Crispin's. 

By  Mr.  Sawtter  : 

Q.  You  heard  his  testimony  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  heard  it.  My  portion 
of  the  business  was  to  receive  the  money  for  those  sales,  keep  the  ac- 
counts of  them,  and  give  the  orders  for  the  deliveries  from  the  store- 
houses or  wherever  the  goods  might  be,  always  having  the  money  in 
advitnce  before  any  orders  were  given. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  State  what  were  the  orders  in  relation  to  delivery  that  you  gave? — 
A.  The  orders  were  generally  written.  If  the  goods  were  in  store-house 
they  were  written  orders  on  Mr.  Hall,  who  was  acting  as  store-keeper, 
to  deliver  any  goods  that  might  be  sold,  naming  the  goods.  In  those 
cases  which  are  under  investigation,  the  orders  were  invariably  given 
to  deliver  on  such  a  pier  or  dock  as  the  purchaser  should  designate.  I 
would  then  state  that  such  and  such  goods,  they  having  been  paid  for, 
wouUl  be  delivered  at  that  pier  or  dock. 

Q,  Have  you  looked  over  the  schedule  of  the  sales,  ])resented  here,  of 
arms  sold  and  prices  for  which  they  were  sold? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  schedule  a  correct  statement,  so  far  as  the  sums  that  passed 
through  your  hands  are  concerned? — A.  It  is. 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge  that  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  or  any  of  that 
company  or  tirmj  were  agents  of  the  French  government  ? — A.  I  had 
not. 

By  Mr.  SCHI  rz  : 

Q.  Did  you  hear  of  it  then  ? — A.  I  think  I  heard,  after  Colonel  Cris- 
pin returned  from  Washington,  after  that  telegram  wiiich  has  been  re- 
ferred to,  on  the  13th  of  October,  that  there  would  be  no  arms,  or  any- 
thing, sold  to  the  tinii  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons;  but  it  was  not  on  file 
officially.    I  only  got  it  as  he  told  me. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  any  orders  given  by  you  to  any  parties  to  deliver  any  of 
these  stores  at  any  other  place  than  on  the  dock? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  any  part  of  them  delivered  directly  from  the  lighters  on 
shipboard,  to  your  knowledge! — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  And  if  so  delivered,  would  it  have  been  in  contravention  of  your 
orders?-^ A.  Yes,  sir;  except  that  after  the  lighter  might  have  arrived 
at  the  pier,  they  might  make  arrangements  with  the  purchaser.  We  had 
nothing  further  to  do  with  it. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 
Q.  Those  lighters  are  engaged  in  that  sort  of  business  for  everybody 
and  anybody  1 — A.  Anybody  that  wishes  to  employ  them. 
Q.  They  are  mere  drays  4>'n  the  water? — A.  That  is  all. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  party  having  the  shipment  to  make  employed  whom  he 
pleased  ? — A.  Whom  he  pleased. 

Q.  Who  was  employed  mainly  f— A.  I  think  Captain  Shea,  w^ho  does 
all  the  work  for  the  Government,  his  prices  being  lower  than  those  of  most 
'of  the  other  lightermen  ;  did  work  for  a  great  many  parties  besides  us. 
He  has  a  large  quantity  of  lighters  always  at  his  disposal,  and  does 
work  for  anybody  that  applies  to  him.  If  anybody  inquires  of  me  in 
the  office  who  does  lighter- work,  I  refer  to  him  as  the  only  one  1  know. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  By  whom  was  Captain  Shea  paid  for  carrying  those  arms  and  ord- 
nance stores  on  his  lighter? — A.  lie  was  paid  by  Colonel  Crispin. 

Q.  By  your  office  ? — A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  receive  the  orders  where  to  deliver  the  goods  from  your 
office! — A.  He  did  not  receive  the  orders. 

Q.  Who  did? — A.  Mr.  Hall  received  tlie  orders.  Captain  Shea  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Government,  has  no  charge  of  any  stores;  hc^was 
employed  by  the  Government  to  do  the  lightering,  as  his  prices  were 
better  than  those  of  other  people. 

Q.  Did  he  receive  from  your  office  orders  where  to  carry  the  arms  and 
ordnance  stores  and  deliver  them  ? — A.  Not  direct  from  me  nor  from 
the  office.  He  would  receive  that  from  Mr.  Hall.  He  had  the  order  to 
deliver  to  any  pier.  He  sent  the  lighter  to  the  t>ior  where  the  goods 
might  be,  and  took  them  there  and  no  farther. 

Q.  Did  you  confer  with  Mr.  Hall  about  the  business,  and  tell  him 
what  goods  should  be  taken  out  of  the  storehouse  and  put  on  the 
lighters! — A.  In  some  instances,  but  mostly  it  was  done  in  writing.  1 
designated  the  goods.  There  were  very  few  of  those  goods  in  fact  in 
store-houses.    They  arrived  by  different  railroad  routes. 

Q.  And  then  Captain  Shea  w^'is  instructed  by  somebody  else  as  to 
where  the  goods  should  be  carried  ? — A.  1  think  not. 

Q.  How  did  he  know  where  the  goods  should  be  caiTied? — A.  As  I 
said  before,  all  goods  to  be  delivered  have  to  be  paid  for  prior  to  any 
order  for  delivery  being  given.  The  party  paying  for  them  would  gen- 
erally state  where  he  wanted  the  goods  to  go.  I  w  ould  then  write  an 
order  signed  "  By  order ;''  the  order  was  on  Mr.  Hall,  acting  store-keeper, 
to  deliver  so  many  goods  to  such  a  pier. 

Q.  And  then  the  order  where  they  should  be  delivered  would  issue 
from  Mr.  Hall  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  If  he  had  to  employ  a  lighter  he  would 
tell  the  lighterman,  ^'  I  want  you  to  take  so  many  boxes  to  such  a  iner.'' 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  all  of  the  moneys  which  you  received  for  the  sales  of  ail  stores 
paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  after  de- 
ducting the  expenses. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  any  oflicer  of  the  Government,  or 
other  iierson,  as  an  outside  man,  received  any  compensation  or  any 
sum  of  money  growing  out  of  the  sale  of  these  arms? — A.  INone  what- 
ever.   I  never  knew  any  such  case,  and  never  heard  of  any. 

Q.  And  have  no  suspicion  of  it  f — A.  No  suspicion  whatever. 

Q.  Making  the  transfers  all  through  your  hands,  were  you  not  in  a 
position  where  you  would  have  been  very  likely  to  know  it  if  such  had 
been  the  case  ! — A.  I  think  so. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 
Q.  Where  were  the  ordnance  stores  which  were  sold  on  the  12th  and 
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13th  of  October.  1870,  to  E.  Eemington  &  Sons  stored  at  the  time  of  the 
gale? — A.  They  were  stored  iu  different  arsenals,  I  think  pretty  near  all 
of  them. 

Q.  Were  any  of  them  stored  at  Troy  f — A.  I  would  not  be  positive ; 
they  may  have  been. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  a  steamboat  was  not  sent  by  your  order 
to  Troy  to  take  a  portion  of  those  stores  ? — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  You  have  no  remembrance,  then,  at  what  points  the  goods  were 
stored  that  were  sold  on  the  12th  and  13th  of  October? — A.  No;  only 
tlie  general  statement  I  have  made. 

Q.  Can  you  positively  state  to  the  committee  any  certain  point  where 
any  quantity  of  those  arms  were  stored  at  that  time? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I 
could  name  some  points.  There  were  some  stored  at  Frankford  arsenal, 
Philadelphia,  and  there  were  some  Eemingtons,  I  think,  stored  at  the 
Springfield  armory. 

By  Mr.  ScniTJZ : 

Q.  Kemington  Navy  rifles  ? — A.  llemington  old  model  carbines,  cali- 
ber .50,  which  were  sold  on  the  l.">th  of  October,  187l\ 

By  Mr.  Stevenson: 

Q.  Are  those  the  only  two  points  that  you  remember  touching  the 
sales  of  the  12th  and  13th  of  October?    My  inquiry  relates  exclusively 
to  those. — A.  Yes,  sii^  I  remember  some  other  points.    Large  quantities 
of  ammunition  came  from  Kennebec  arsenal,  Augusta;  some,  I  under 
stood,  from  Columbus  arsenal,  Ohio,  and  the  Saint  Louis  arsenal,  Missouri. 

Q.  Tell  us  at  what  time  the  ordnance  stores  sold  on  the  12th  and  13th 
of  October  were  all  delivered.  What  was  the  latest  period  of  the  deliv- 
ery of  ordnance  stores,  made  on  the  sales  of  those  two  days? — A.  I  think 
the  statement  put  in  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  shows  the  date  of  the  last 
delivery.  Perhaps  the  actual  delivery  was  a  few  days  prior  to  the  date 
tbere  shown. 

Q.  Dili  you  receive  the  margin  for  those  sales  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Bv  IMr.  SCHUUZ : 

Q.  IIow  large  a  margin  was  put  up  f — A.  Ninety  thousand  dollars. 

Q.  How  large  a  percentage  was  that? — A.  The  sale,  I  think,  was 
81,029,000  when  it  was  all  completed.  I  suppose  when  the  sale  was 
made  it  was  not  known  how  many  could  be  got. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  of  the  cases  of  the  ordnance  stores  that  were  sold 
on  the  12th  and  13th  of  October,  1870,  after  the  sale  ? — A.  I  may  have 
seen  a  few  of  them,  sometimes,  when  small  lots  would  come  from  these 
arsenals ;  where  200  cases  or  i50  cases  came  froEk  an  arsenal  we  would 
take  them  in^'o  our  own  store-h^osi  where  the  office  is.  I  would  proba- 
bly see  them  ODming  in. 

Q;  Did  yuu  receive  from  E.  Kemington  &  Sons,  or  their  agent,  any 
instructions  as  to  the  marks  to  be  put  upon  those  cases! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  any  such  instructions  sent ! — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  If  thej'  had  been  sent  you  would  have  known  it  ? — A.  If  they 
came  to  the  office  officially  I  would  have  known  it. 

By  Mr.  Schuez  : 

Q.  Did  you  attend  to  that  part  of  the  business  also,  or  did  Mr.  Hall, 
as  to  the  marking  of  the  boxes! — A.  That  would  be  probably  a  portion 
of  his  business,  if  any  such  thing  was  done.  I  would  not  consider  it 
my  business  to  attend  to  marking  of  cases,  or  having  them  marked. 
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Q.  Bid  you  officiate  there  generally,  as  chief  clerk  to  Colonel  Crispin, 
with  j)retty  much  the  supervision  of  the  whole  business  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Governor  Stevenson  asked  you  a  question  about  arms  shipped  from 
Troy  in  a  steamer,  and  asked  you  whether  a  steamer  had  been  sent  np 
there,  and  you  said  you  did  not  know.  Would  there  be  a  record  of  the 
ordering  of  such  a  steamer  if  one  had  been  sent  up  f — A.  No,  sir ;  be- 
cause if  the  goods  were  to  come  from  the  Watervliet  arsenal,  at  Troy, 
a  requisition  would  be  written  on  the  commanding  officer,  or  he  might 
be  instructed  from  Washington  to  send  to  our  address  such  and  such 
goods,  and  as  there  are  two  lines  of  steamers  running  daily  between 
New  York  and  Troy,  he  would  probably  send  them  by  one  of  those. 

Q.  Where  would  the  record  of  that  requisition  appear! — A.  If  it  was 
made  at  our  office  it  would  appear  there.  If  it  was  made  in  Washing- 
ton, of  course  it  would  appear  on  the  files  of  the  Bureau  here. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  thing  of  any  such  requisition! — A.  I  do  not. 
There  was  never  one  written,  to  my  knowledge,  containing  such  language 
as  ordering  any  vessel  to  go  there  and  get  the  goods. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  any  record  of  receipts  for  goods  delivered — the  re- 
ceipts given  at  the  point  of  delivery,  the  pier  or  dock  where  they  are 
delivered  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

* 

Q.  When  goods  are  delivered  at  the  dock,  what  kind  of  receipt  is 
given  !  Is  it  a  little  memorandum  that  is  forwarded  to  your  office,  of 
which  you  make  a  record,  and  then  throw  it  away  I — A.  AVe  would  call 
them  informal  receipts.  If  we  have  a  lot  of  goods  at  any  one  point,  if, 
say,  from  the  Watervliet  arsenal  we  have  a  thousand  cases  coming, 
they  are  shipped  on  a  bill  of  lading.  W^hen  that  steamboat  arrives,  we 
send  a  man  to  the  pier  to  see  that  the  goods  come  off  all  right. 

Q.  AVho  would  be  the  man  to  give  such  a  receipt,  or  certilicate,  or 
whatever  you  may  call  it  ? — A.  The  transporters  take  a  receipt.  This 
man  would  give  a  receipt  to  the  transporters  that  they  had  delivered  to 
him,  on  our  account,  so  many  thousand  cases. 

Bv  Mr.  SonuRz : 
Q.  What  man  ? — A.  Whatever  man  we  might  send. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  The  man  sent  from  your  office  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  Then,  when  the 
freight-bill  is  paid  to  that  steamboat  he  has  to  produce  that  receipt. 
We  know  then  that  we  have  received  a  thousand  cases  from  that  officer. 
If  they  were  going  right  off  the  parties  could  take  them  away  from 
there,  and  we  do  not  require  any  other  receipts,  because,  when  the  pay- 
ments are  made  and  the  goods  delivered,  we  require  from  the  actual 
I)urchaser  a  receipt,  signed  by  him,  that  he  has  received  these  goods 
and  paid  so  much  money  for  them.    That  is  a  voucher ;  it  is  all  we  hold. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  take  these  receipts,  make  up  your  account,  and  then  settle 
with  the  i)urchaser  by  your  account  made  up  from  these  receipts,  and 
he  gives  you  a  general  receipt  for  so  much  money  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  have 
never  looked  at  them. 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  You  speak  now  of  the  receipts  given  when  you  receive  goods  at 
your  office  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Now,  when  you  deliver  goods  from  your  office,  say  by  lighter,  the 
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g^oods  to  be  delivered  at  a  certain  pier  or  dock,  and  to  be  received  there 
by  the  purchaser,  to  pass  under  bis  control,  do  you  receive  then,  from  the 
purchaser  or  from  his  agent,  a  receipt  as  to  the  reception  of  those  goods 
by  him  at  the  dock? — ^A.  They  may  take  such  kind  of  informal  re- 
ceipts.   The}'  would  not  come  to  me  if  they  were  taken. 

Q.  To  whom  would  they  go? — A.  Whoever  had  the  order  to  deliver 
those  goods  might  take  them,  to  see  that  he  had  delivered  what  he  was 
iusttucted  to  do,  and  cover  his  order  by  it.  As  otticial  receipts,  we 
would  take  no  account  of  them. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  But,  as  I  understand,  the  official  receipt  is  taken  from  the  pur- 
chaser when  he  pays  the  money.  He  then  executes  a  receipt  saying 
that  he  has  received  those  goods  and  paid  for  them,  and  that  is  the 
only  receipt  you  take  I — A.  It  is  the  only  receipt  we  take.  The  Treas- 
ury requires  a  receipt  or^  voucher  of  that  kind  to  take  the  goods  off  our 
property  returns,  and  thjit  is  the  official  receipt  we  take. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ: 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  when  you  have  delivered  goods,  and  the  goods 
pass  under  the  control  of  your  purchaser  at  the  dock  or  pier,  then  a 
receipt  is  given  by  the  purchaser  or  his  agent,  or  not? — A.  I  suppose 
it  is  in  some  instances.  I  do  not  know.  1  cannot  testify  to  it,  because  I 
do  not  see  those  receipts. 

Q.  Who  does  see  them  f — A.  Mr.  Hall  may  have  seen  such  receipts 
and  used  them,  but  they  would  be  of  no  use  to  me. 

Q,  Are  such  receipts  kept  on  record  at  all  ?  —A.  Kot  to  my  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Is  not  your  mode  of  doing  it  precisely  the  mode  which  is  adopted 
by  ordinary  merchants  when  they  send  goods  to  railways  or  steamers  ? — A. 
In  some  instances,  I  suppose,  you  would  say  it  was  done  as  ordinary 
merchants ;  but  a  great  many  things  we  do  that  are  not  done  by  ordi- 
nary merchants,  because  these  things  are  arbitrary  in  some  resj)ects. 
We  do  not  make  any  reclamations. 

Q.  Whenever  a  merchant  sends  goods  to  a  riiilway  station  or  a  dock, 
is  not  the  drayman  or  cartraan  who  carries  them  in  the  habit  of  taking 
a  receipt  for  the  delivery  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  in  mercantile  business 
the  railroad  companies,  or  transporters,  or  shippers  require  those  receipts 
to  be  given  to  them,  to  get  a  bill  of  lading.  So  they  i)ass  out  of  the 
merchant's  hands  actually  in  the  end. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  :  • 

Q.  W^as  the  same  course  of  proceeding  as  to  delivering  those  goods 
had  during  the  months  of  September  and  October,  1870,  in  these  trans- 
actions with  E.  Eemington  &  Sons,  which  had  been  i)ursued  before  and 
has  been  8in(^  at  that  office  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  peculiar  about  the  manner  of  doing  that  busi- 
ness and  delivering  those  goods  between  that  and  other  cases  ? — A.  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  would  be  peculiar  or  not.  The  Government,  as 
a  general  rule,  do  not  deliver  goods;  only  as  they  are  stored,  the  parties 
have  to  go  there  and  get  them ;  but  in  these  large  sales  it  was  determined, 
I  suppose,  in  Washington,  that  the  goods  would  be  delivered. 

Q.  Had  there  been  any  case  before  where  the  Government  had  deliv- 
ered goods  Y — A.  Only  to  the  Turkish  government. 

Q.  Was  this  transaction  with  the  Eemingtons  as  to  the  delivery  con- 
ducted in  the  same  way  that  that  was  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  And  conducted  according:  to  the  uniform  rules  of  the  office?— A, 
Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  :  * 

Q.  Confiuiiig  the  inquiry  to  the  sales  of  the  12th  and  13th  of  October, 
1870,  you  say  some  of  the  stores  were  at  th3  Springiield  armory  t — A.  I 
think  there  were  some.     • 

Q.  Assuming;  that  to  be  so,  who  gave  the  order  for  the  transfer  of 
those  arms  and  stores  from  the  Springfield  armory,  and  what  was  the 
order! — A.  I  will  not  be  positive  whether  we  made  requisitions  direct, 
or  there  w  as  a  statement  sent  from  the  Bureau  that  tlie  commanding 
officers  of  the  dilferent  posts  had  been  ordered  to  ship  to  our  address 
certain  goods,  carbines  of  both  patterns,  Spencers  and  Bemingtons,  and 
the  ammunition  for  them.  It  is  very  usual  for  the  Bureau,  when  sales 
are  made,  to  order  goods  to  come  direct  to  Kew  York.  Sometimes,  I 
believe,  in  a  military  view,  one  officer  does  not  like  to  make  requisitions 
on  his  superioi'.  There  is  a  question  of  etiquette  of  rank  about  it.  lu 
that  case,  the  Bureau  generally  orders  the  thing. 

Q.  Does  your  recollection  enable  you  to  tell  the  committee  now 
whether  you  distinctly  remember  that  the  ordnance  stores  sold  on  the 
12th  and  13th  of  October  to  E.  Bemnigton  &  Sons  were  transferred 
either  from  Philadelphia  or  from  Springfield? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  am  posi- 
tive about  Frankford.  * 

Q.  Who  gave  the  order  for  those  at  Frankford  ? — A.  There  may  have 
been  a  general  order  on  all  these  posts  to  deliver  the  goods  to  us. 

Q.  Your  remembrance  extends  to  the  reception  of  them,  not  to  the 
order  for  the  transfer  f — A.  Exactly. 

Q,  How  did  they  arrive  from  Frankford  ? — A.  From  Frankford  they 
arrived  at  pier  Xo.  1. 

Q.  By  what  soit  of  conveyance  ? — A.  By  the  New  Jersey  Transpor- 
tation Company,  I  think  it  is  called.  It  is  by  railroad,  South  Aiuboy, 
and  then  by  freight-boat  up  to  pier  Xo.  1. 

Q.  They  were  consigned  to  whom  ? — A.  To  Colonel  (^rispiu. 

Q.  How  did  Colonel  Crispin  dispose  of  that  particular  lot ;  how  were 
they  delivered  ? — A.  When  the  goods  arrived,  and  our  agents  reported 
that  this  transportation  company  had  delivered  such  goods  to  them  on 
the  pier,  if  the  goods  were  paid  f<3r,  we  ordered  them  to  be  delivered  to 
the  purchaser ;  if  they  were  not  paid  for,  they  were  transferred  to  our 
store-house. 

Q.  How  were  these  particular  arms  from  Frankford  disposed  of? — A. 
I  think  thej^  w  ere  transferred  from  the  dock  to  the  purchaser. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  them  yourself? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  order  for  the  transfer  of  these  various  arms,  from  wherever 
they  might  have  been,  was  made  either  by  the  Ordnance  Bureau  or  by 
yourself,  and  you  do  not  recollect  which  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  indi- 
vidual case. 

Q.  But  it  must  have  been  by  one  or  the  other  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  Did  you  see  Colonel  Squire  at  the  office  of  Colonel  Crispin  after 
the  13th  of  October,  1870  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  there  frequentlj"  ? — A.  Not  a  great  many  times. 
He  wa«  only  there  to  settle  for  the  goods  he  purchased  on  that  date. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  any  conversation  passing  between  him  and  Colonel 
Crispin  f — A.  Nothing  that  I  remember  now. 
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Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Remington  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  When  t — A.  I  do  not  remember  tlie  date.  1  think  it  was  shortly 
after  he  arrived  in  this  country. 

Q.  It  was  in  December,  then! — A.  It  must  have  been.  Mr.  Squire 
testifies  he  came  home  in  December.    I  do  not  know  exactly  the  date. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  in  conversation  with  Colonel  Crispin  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir;  he  may  have  talked  with  him.  *  Zi^l^ 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  the  conversation  was  about  i — A.  No,  sir; 
it  would  be  a  pretty  hard  thing  to  remember  conversations  that  tbok 
place  in  an  oihce  wlien  a  person  is  busy  with  something  else. 

Q.  AVas  there  a  margin  put  up  with  you  for  10,000  Kemington  !Navy 
rifles  bought  by  Poultuey  &  Trimble  ? — A.  There  was  a  margin  put  up 
for  Remington  arms  by  Messrs.  Poultuey  &  Trimble,  but  it  did  not  re- 
main with  US.  We  transferred  it  to  Springfield,  and  that  is  all  I^know 
about  the  transaction.  C*-  »  *  J. 

Q.  When  was  that  margin  put  uj)  f — A.  I  cannot  testify  to  the  date, 
for  I  do  not  remember  it  now.  It  was  some  time  in  1871 — January  or 
February,  I  think — but  I  am  not  certain.  The  date  of  that  can  be  fur- 
iiishe<l,  I  suppose,  if  it  is  on  file. 

Q.  You  received  an  order  and  sent  that  margin  up  to  Springfield? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

^Q.  From  whom  did  that  order  come! — A.  I  think  it  came  from  the 
Ordnance  Office  here ;  I  am  not  positive  now,  as  it  is  a  matter  that  I 
do  not  know  much,  if  anything,  about,  only  that  the  money  came  there, 
and  was  paid  up  by  Mr.  Poultuey,  and  we  transferred  it  from  there. 
We  did  not  know  anything  of  the  transaction,  and  could  not  tell  at  the 
time  why  it  came  there. 

Q.  Would  the  records  show  when  the  margin  was  put  up,  and  the 
order  also  to  transfer  it  to  Springfield f — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  records 
would  show  it.  I  think  it  was  done  by  telegraph,  if  I  remember 
rightly.     We  have  those  telegrams  on  file. 

Q.  There  was  some  correspondence  about  sales  to  Austin  Baldwin  & 
Co.  and  to  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  i)revious  to  the  13th  of  Octo- 
ber, was  there  notf — A.  I  cannot  state  whether  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co. 
had  ever  made  any  application;  they  may  have  done  so.  I  do  not 
remember  anything  about  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  except  what  is  pub- 
lished in  the  proceedings.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  were  merchants, 
^oyi^ig  generally,  and  so  they  may  have  applied  there  for  information. 
They  were  informed,  on  the  4  th  or  5th  of  October,  that  the  price  of 
arms  had  been  established  in  Washington,  and  if  they  wished  any  arms, 
the  prices  were  so  and  so.  I  think  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  did 
ask  in  a  letter  about  that  time  whether  the  Government  would  sell 
100,000  Springfields  ;  and  if  so,  at  what  price.  It  was  before  bids  were 
opened,  or  asked  for. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  the  checks  in  i>ayment  of  the  arms  that  were  sold 
to  the  different  parties  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  those  checks  on  record  ? — A.  The  checks  are  not;  the  amounts 
are. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  a  record  by  whom  the  checks  were  drawn  or 
iDdor.sed  ? — A.  Not  as  a  rule. 

Q.  Do  you  remember! — A.  Yes,  sir;  in  most  instances. 

Q.  By  whom  were  the  checks  drawn  for  the  arms  sold  to  Schuyler, 
Hartley  &  Graham  f — ^A.  Drawn  by  themselves. 

Q.  And  so  with  the  other  parties ! — A.  Not  in  all  instances ;  but  reg- 
ular dealers  generally  drew  their  own  checks. 
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Q.  How  was  it  in  the  case  of  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  f — A.  Checks 
were  drawn  in  their  own  name. 

Q.  Eichardson  ? — A.  Richardson's  checks  were  drawn  by  the  cashier 
of  the  National  Bank  of  the  Republic. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  have  been  once  examined  by  the  House  committee  on  this 
matter  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  there  is  any  other  point  on  which  you  have  important  informa- 
tion, i>lease  give  it  to  the  committee. — A.  I  do  not  think  of  any  other 
now. 


Washington,  March  20, 1872. 

De  Witt  C.  Hall  sworn  and  examined. 

The  Chairman.  As  this  witness  was  invited  at  tbe  suggestion  of 
General  Schurz,  ho  will  please  examine  him. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Question.  What  are  your  x>articular  duties  at  tbe  ordnance  office,  New 
York! — Answer.  Clerk  and  acting  store-keeper  at  the  agency. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  to  the  delivery  of  the  goods  that  were  sold  ? — A. 
I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  make  out  orders  to  subordinates  as  to  what  piers  or  docks 
the  goods  should  be  sent  to  and  delivered  at? — A.  I  generally  gave 
them  verbal  orders. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  receive  your  instructions  about  that  point  ? — 
A.  From  the  office,  by  order  of  Colonel  Crispin. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Crispin  order  you  where  to  deliver  the  goods  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  designated  the  piers  and  the  docks  wiierc  the  goods  were  to 
be  delivered  at! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  recpiests  about  the  docks  and  piers  that 
goods  should  be  delivered  at  from  outsiders,  purchasers  for  instance! — 
A.  Not  as  a  general  thing.    . 

Q.  So,  as  I  understand  you,  you  say  the  rule  was  this  :  When  goods 
were  to  be  delivered  at  any  pier  or  dock,  you  received  your  orders  from 
Colonel  Crispin  as  to  where  to  direct  the  deliveries!— A.  The  onler 
would  generally  read  to  deliver  so  and  so  on  such  a  pier. 

Q.  And  those  orders  were  in  writing! — A.  Always  in  writing. 

Q.  Are  those  orders  upon  the  record  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Have  you  those  orders  here  ? — A.  I  have  not.  I  could  procure 
them  for  you. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  substance  of  them  !— A.  The  order  would  read, 
"D.  W.  C.  Hall,  acting  store-keeper:  You  will  please  deliver  to  Messrs. 
Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  so  many  arms,  [or  whatever  the  material  was,]  at 
such  and  such  a  pier."  Signed  "  By  order  of  Colonel  S.  Crispin.  C.  J. 
McGowan,  chief  clerk.''    They  generally  read  in  that  way. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 
Q.  At  what  piers  were  these  goods  generally  delivered! — A.  Pier 


SALE  OF  AfiMS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT.       253 

No.  3,  aud  pier  No.  23,  and  pier  No.  50.    Piers  3  and  50  were  the  prin- 
cipal piers. 

Q.  What  steamers  landed  at  pier  50  ? — A.  I  believe  there  is  a  French 
line  of  steamers  there. 

Q.  Did  you  send  a  great  many  goods  there  ! — A.  Quite  a  number  of 
gooids  went  to  that  pier. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  goods  of  what  firm  were  sent  there  I — A. 
Almost  every  one  had  some  goods  sent  there ;  almost  all  the  goods 
sold  at  that  time.  There  were  Kemington,  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co., 
and  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham. 

Q.  The  orders  you  received  from  Colonel  Crispin  stated  the  character 
of  the  goods  f — A.  The  kind. 

Q.  The  firm  to  whom  to  be  delivered  and  the  pier  or  dock  where  to 
be  delivered  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Be  kind  enough  to  send  here  these  orders. — A.  I  will. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  give  any  instructions  to  Mr.  Hugh  Rih»y  f — A.  Yes, 
sir;  he  attended  to  the  receiving  aud  delivering  of  the  goods. 

Q.  He  was  in  the  employ  of  the  ordnance  office  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  He  attended  to  the  delivery  and  the  receiving  of  goods  ? — A.  He 
was  present,  as  a  general  thing,  at  the  actual  delivery. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Riley  instructed  to  get  receipts  for  the  goods  delivered ! — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  deliver  those  receipts  to  you  ? — A.  He  did. 

Q.  Were  those  receipts  kept  on  record  also! — A.  1  took  those  re- 
ceipts more  to  check  off  the  invoices.  They  served  as  a  check  to  know 
that  those  goods  w^ere  deliv^ered  according  to  my  order. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  preserve  them  f — A.  I  did  not  take  any  pains  to  preserve 
them  aft€r  checking  off  the  invoices  and  the  deliveries. 

Bv  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  likely  that  the  receipts  are  still  there  f — A.  I  could 
not  say.  I  do  not  remember.  Possibly  they  may  be  lying  around  the 
office  in  some  of  the  pigeon-holes,  but  1  could  not  say  i)08itively.  There 
were  no  i>ains  taken  to  keep  them  as  record ;  they  did  not  amount  to  any- 
thing. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  by  whom  those  receipts  were  signed  ? — A.  These 
parties  had  an  agent  on  the  piers,  but  what  the  name  was  I  do  not  re- 
member now. 

Q.  You  say  they  were  signed  by  a  clerk  kept  at  the  point  of  deliv- 
ery ? — A.  Signed  *'  Austin  13aldwin  &  Co.,  per"  some  initials  or  some 
names.     I  never  paid  much  attention  to  that.    I  did  not  know  them. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  a  single  name  on  one  of  those  receipts  f — A.  I 
think  Starbuck  signed  Baldwin's  receipts. 

Q.  Did  he  also  sign  Hemington's  receipts? — A.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 
I  am  not  positive. 

Q.  Did  he  sign  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham's? — A.  No,  sir;  I  do 
not  think  he  did. 

Q.  Who  signed  tnose  f — A.  They  generally  had  one  of  their  clerks  on 
the  dock. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  name  ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Who  signed  Mr.  Richardson's  receipts! — A.  That  I  cannot  say, 
because  I  really  do  not  remember. 
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:py  Mr.  ScHUKZ : 

Q.  Did  you  give  the  instruction  to  Mr.  Hugh  Eiley  to  tally  off  the 
boxes  as  they  arrived  on  the  piers  and  docks  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  yon  instruct  hiin  also  to  see  them  on  the  steamers?—  A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  from  Colonel  Squire  any  instructions  or  re- 
quests as  to  where  goods  should  be  delivered  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember 
particularly  receiving  any  special  instructions  from  him. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  an  instance  where  an  order  was  changed,  goods 
liaving  first  been  directed  to  one  pier,  and  then  when  they  were  there 
the  order  was  changed  so  that  they  should  be  carried  to  .another  pier, 
to  the  pier  of  the  French  Transatlantic  Company  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do 
not  remember  such  an  instance. 

Q.  Did  you  report  any  of  the  receipts  you  received  for  goods  delivered 
to  Colonel  Crispin  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  permit  you  to  manage  that  branch  of  the  business  entirely 
as  you  saw  fit! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  did  not  have  frequent  communication  with  him  about  it! 
— A.  Not  about  that  particular  business.  He  relied  upon  roe  to  see 
that  the  goods  were  delivered  properly. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Are  you  a  Government  oflBcer  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  What  is  j'our  relation  to  the  Government!— A.  Merely  a  clerk  iu 
the  ordnance  agency  at  New  York. 

Bv  Mr.  Sawyer  : 
Q.  Who  pays  you  ! — A.  Colonel  Crisjiin. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  are  connected  with  the  Government  iu  that  way! — A.  lam 
connected  with  the  Government  as  a  clerk. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  You  are  paid  by  the  Government? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  is  Starbuck  now  ! — A.  I  .do  not  know,  and  I  have  not  the 
least  idea. 

Q.  What  was  his  business  f — A.  That  I  do  not  know.  I  never  saw  liim 
except  when  occasionally  I  saw  him  on  this  dock.  I  was  not  there  my- 
self all  the  time;  I  was  around  at  different  places.  G^ods  were  coming 
in  at  all  quarters,  and  I  had  to  see  that  they  arrived  in  proper  condition 
and  that  they  were  delivered  properly. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  cases  containing  the  ammunition  ? — A.  Yes,  sir; 
I  saw  many  of  them. 

Q.  Who  had  them  marked  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  What  were  the  marks  when  they  were  del^^ered  to  liemington  ? — 
A.  There  were  no  marks  on  them,  only  the  original  shipping  marks  to 
New  York. 

Q.  There  was  no  designated  mark  to  show  that  they  belonged  to  the 
French  government  or  anybody  else  f — A.  No,  sir.  We  had  onr  own 
shipping  mark,  of  course,  to  designate  them  ourselves. 

Q.  I  see  that  in  a  letter  Kemiugton  says  he  will  furnish  to  Colopel 
Crispin  the  marks  which  are  to  be  put  on  the  cases.  You  say  then^ 
never  were  any  of  them  marked  ! — A.  They  were  marked  at  the  arsenals 
where  they  were  delivered.    They  were  coming  in  from  all  quartern. 
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Sometimes  they  would  come  ia  on  one  dock  from  three  or  four  different 
places,  and  it  was  necessary  to  put  some  mark  on  at  the  arsenal  where 
they  were  shipped  to  designate  them  when  they  arrived. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  That  mark  was  put  on  at  the  arsenal  from  which  they  were 
sentf — A.  Yes,  sir;  simply  so  that   I   might  separate  those  lots  of 

gCXKls. 

Q.  What  was  that  mark? — A.  According  to  the  arsenal  they  came 
from. 

Q.  From  Springfield,  for  instance,  what  was  the  mark  there  ? — A.  1 
tbiuk  from  Springfield  we  had  no  designated  mark,  as  all  the  goods  had 
**  Springfield  Armory  "  on  them. 

Q.  A  stamp  showing  where  they  came  from  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Captain  Dan  Shea  was  in  charge  of  the  lighters? — A.  Y\\s,  sir; 
lie  controlled  the  lighters. 

Q.  And  he  was  then  in  the  pay  of  the  oflfiee,  was  he  not  ? — A.  lie  was 
employed  bj-  the  Department. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  come  to  you  telling  3  ou  that  Colonel  Squire  wanted 
to  have  such  and  such  goods  shipped  to  such  and  such  piers  ? — A.  I  do 
Dot  remember  his  efer  doing  that. 

Q.  If  he  had  done  so  would  you  have  been  governed  by  such  re- 
quests ? — A.  I  did  not  give  Shea  any  instructions  of  that  kind. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  received  all  your  instructions  as 
to  what  piers  and  docks  the  goods  were  to  be  sent  to  from  Colonel 
Crispin  in  writing  f — A.  Y^'es,  sir. 

Q.  What  were  your  instructions  to  Mr.  Riley  when  you  sent  him 
there! — A.  In  receiving  goods,  to  see  that  they  were  in  proper  condi- 
tion ;  in  delivering  them,  to  see  that  they  were  delivered  in  good  con- 
dition, and  to  ttilly  the  goods  off  these  lighters,  if  he  was  present,  in 
order  to  save  disputes,  and  take  receipts  to  show  that  the  lighters 
delivered  them  at  the  pier. 


Washington,  March  20, 1872. 
Iluau  IliLEY  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Question.  Were  you  in  the  employment  of  the  ordnance  agency  at  Xew 
York  in  1870  and  1871  f— Answer.'  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  capacity  did  you  act  there  !  What  were  your  duties  ? — A. 
As  receiver,  and  tallying  on  board  the  lightervS. 

Q.  Who  gave  you  your  instructions  ? — A.  Mr.  Ilall. 

Q.  What  were  the  instructions  he  gave  you? — A.  My  instructions 
were  to  take  and  receive  the  goods,  see  that  they  were  in  proper  order, 
aud  to  have  them  put  on  board  the  lighters. 

Q.  Also  to  accompany  the  ligliters  to  their  destination  f — A.  Some* 
tiD)es.  Sometimes  I  had  to  order  the  lighters  from  the  different  places 
where  I  put  the  goods  on  board  to  such  piers  as  1  got  orders  for. 

Q.  Did  you  get  orders  from  Mr.  Ilall  sometimes  to  accompany  the 
H/jliters  to  the  piers  and  keep  the  tally  there  ? — A.  I  believe  I  did.  To 
t^ie  best  of  mv  recollection,  sometimes. 
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Q.  Do  you  remember  that  you  got  such  orders  in  November  and  De- 
cember', 1870,  and  in  January  and  February,  1871 ! — A.  I  cannot  remem- 
ber  the  dates. 

Q.  I  do  not  ask  for  particular  dates.  We  are  investigating  the  sale 
of  certain  arms,  and  j'ou  know  about  the  period  when  those  arms  were 
sold,  do  you  not  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  remember  also  that  large  quantities  of  arms  were  shipped 
then  ? — A.  Y^es,  sir. 

Q.  These  are  the  arms  and  that  is  the  period  I  refer  to.  Did  you,  at 
that  time,  frequentlj^  accompany  the  lighters  to  docks  and  piers,  to  tally 
off  goods  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  also  receive  receipts  there  from  the  purchasers  or  their 
agents  ? — A.  Y^os,  sir. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  receive  those  receipts  f  Do  you  remember 
the  names  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  received  receipts  from  a  man  named  oMoon, 
who  was  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.'s  agent. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? — A.  I  cannot  state  the  date. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  about  when  it  was  ? — A.  It  was  about  the  second 
month  of  the  proceedings. 

Q.  What  month  would  that  be ;  November  f — A.  That  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  Go  ahead. — A.  I  had  so  much  to  do  that  I  could  not  keep  the  run 
of  the  dates. 

Q.  Who  else  besides  Moon  signed  for  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.? — A. 
A  man  by  the  name  of  Starbuck. 

Q.  For  whom  did  he  sign? — A.  For  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  too. 

Q.  And  signed  for  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  ? — A.  They  had  men 
of  their  own  employ. 

Q.  Who  were  they! — A.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Grant,  and  I  believe 
there  w' ere  two  other  parties ;  I  do  not  recollect  their  names. 

Q.  Who  signed  for  Mr.  Kichardson? — A.  I  believe  Starbuck  signed 
for  Eichardson ;  I  cannot  positively  say. 

Q.  Who  signed  for  E.  Remington  &  Sons  ? — A.  I  believe  Starbuck 
signed  for  them,  too. 

Q.  Signed  as  the  agent  of  these  parties  receiving  the  goods? — A. 
That  I  do  not  know.  I  did  not  know  whose  employ  he  was  in.  The 
only  employ  I  knew  he  had  been  in  at  the  time  was  Austin  Baldwin 
&  Co.'s. 

Q.  IIow  did  the  receipts  read? — A.  **  Delivered  at  such  a  pier  certain 
goods." 

Q.  Signed,  ** Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  per  Starbuck?" — A.  Yes,  sir; 
"  per  S.  Starbuck." 

Q.  And  in  liichardson's  case  was  it  '^Tliomas  Richardson,  per  S. 
Starbuck  ?'' — A.  I  believe  that  was  the  way  it  ran. 

Q.  And  in  Remington's  case  also  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  deliver  those  receipts  to  the  oftice  ? — A.  Y^es,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  ? — A.  To  Mr.  Hall,  or,  when  he  was  not  there,  I  left  them 
for  him. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  those  receipts  were  kept? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Were  those  receipts  written  in  ink  ? — A.  Some  of  them.  Some  of 
them  were  written  in  pencil-marks. 

Q.  On  a  printed  form  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tally  off  goods  on  board  the  steamer? — A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  What  steamer  was  it  ? — A.  I  believe  it  was  the  Erie  or  the  Onta- 
rio ;  I  cannot  say  which. 

Q.  What  goods  were  they  ? — A.  I  believe  they  were  ammunition. 

Q.  Who  had  purchased  them? — A.  Austin  Baldwin  ^  Co. 
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Q.  So  they  were  carried  from  the  lighters  to  the  steamer,  and  there 
tallied  off  by  you  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tally  off  any  goods  on  the  French  transatlantic 
steamers  ? — ^A.  No,  sir.  I  tallied  off  goods  that  were  sent  to  Governor's 
Island  on  account  of  a  dispute  being  there  as  to  four  boxes.  I  went 
there  on  our  own  part  to  see  that  they  came  out  right. 

Q.  How  was  that  ?  I  do  not  understand. — A.  There  was  a  dispute, 
when  they  were  put  on  board  the  lighter  at  Governor's  Island,  as 
to  four  boxes — a  dispute  between  our  delivery  clerk  there  and  the  light- 
ermen, and  I  went  on  board  the  lighter  and  tallied  to  see  that  the  tally 
came  out  right.  ' 

Q.  Then  you  went  to  the  pier  of  the  Transatlantic  Company  f — ^A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  The  question  is  this :  Did  you  tally  off  those  goods  on  board  the 
French  transatlantic  steamer  f — A.  That  was  the  only  tally  I  ever  did 
there,  and  that  was  to  see  if  the  account  came  out. 

Q.  Did  you  Ree  the  goods  marked  on  the  lighter! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Clerks  being  there  marking  the  goods  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Clerks  from  the  steamers  ! — A.  Not  from  the  steamers,  as  I  recol- 
lect. I  believe  they  were  from  the  parties  who  had  purchased  them,  or 
their  agents. 

Q.  How  were  those  goods  marked  on  board  the  lighters  f — A.  That  I 
cannot  exactly  say.  I  believe  it  was  "  R.  F."  or  *'  F.  E. ; "  something  to 
that  amount. 

Q.  What  did  "R.  F."  mean? — A.  I  do  not  know,  except  from  hear- 
say.   Some  said  it  was  the  "  French  republic." 

Q.  You  say  the  clerks  marked  the  goods  on  board  the  lighters  f — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  clerks  were  they  j  the  clerks  of  persons  who  had  bought 
the  goods  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  after  the  goods  had  been  put  on  the  lighters  f  You  had 
checked  off  the  goods  and  put  them  on  the  lighter  for  delivery,  accord- 
ing to  order,  at  the  dock  or  pier ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  at  the  dock  or  pier 
where  they  were  received  from  the  different  arsenals. 

Q.  And  on  board  the  lighter  these  marks  were  put  on  the  boxes  f — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  report  these  facts  to  the  Ordnance  Office  ? — ^A.  Which 
fiactst 

Q.  The  marking  of  the  goods  "  R.  F."  or  "  F.  R.  T— A.  I  do  not  rec- 
ollect that  I  did. 

Q.  Or  as  to  tallying  on  board  the  steamers  T — A.  Xo,  sir. 


Washington,  March  20, 1872. 
De  Witt  C.  Hall  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  was  the  delivery  of  stores  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment depended ;  the  delivery  at  the  pier,  or  the  delivery  where  the 
Rtores  were  when  purchased? — Answer.  The  delivery  at  the  pier. 
That  was  the  contract,  to  deliver  on  the  pier. 

17  s  A 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  say  the  receipts  that  were  brought  back  to  you  by  Mr.  Biley 
you  took  no  pains  to  keep  ? — A.   No,  sir, 

Q.  Not  regarding  them  as  of  any  importance  ? — A.  No  imxK)rtance. 

Q.  Was  there  in  any  record  kept  at  your  office,  or  any  report  which 
you  made  to  Crispin,  in  any  way,  anything  on  the  face  of  it  to  indicate 
anything  about  those  receipts,  how  they  were  signed,  or  their  substance 
or  effect  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Crispin  ever  address  any  inquiry  to  you  about  it  t — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  inquire  about  anything  connected  with  the  delivery 
of  those  arms! — A.  He  might,  in  a  general  way,  have  asked  me  if  the 
orders  were  completed  and  everything  correct,  or  something  of  that 
kind,  and  I  would  tell  him  "  yes.'' 

Q.  Not  about  particular  circumstances  Y — A.  Not  about  any  particular 
circumstances. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  I  understand  that  those  receipts  which  were  brought  back  to  the 
office  by  Mr.  Biley  were  treated  as  mere  memoranda  for  the  purpose  of 
cbeckiug  off  your  invoices  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  then  you  made  up  your  accounts  from  those  checks? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Not  from  the  receipts,  so  as  to  give  the  name  on  the  receipt  or 
anything  of  that  kind! — A.  No,  sir.  I  would  merely  run  over  the 
receipts  and  count  the  cases  to  check  the  invoices,  and  to  check  the 
order  that  I  had  to  deliver.  If  it  was  correct,  that  was  the  end  of  the 
receipts. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  knew  from  these  little  checks  how  many  had  been  delivered 
at  the  time;  you  then  entered  them  on  your  account,  and  by  that 
account  settled  with  the  party  making  the  purchase  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  I  see  in  the  testimony  of  Colonel  Crispin  that  he  files  this  note,  or 
copy  of  a  note : 

"  Washington,  October  12,  1870. 

"  Sir  :  Eeplying  to  your  letter  of  to-day,  we  would  say  that  we  ac- 
cept your  offer  of  sale  of  the  Spencer  carbines  and  ammunition  therein 
mentioned,  and  will  hereafter  submit  to  you  the  marks  to  be  placed 
upon  the  cases. 

"  We  will  put  up  the  10  per  cent,  margin  required  upon  arrival  of 
the  writer  in  New  York. 

'*  Yours,  respectfully, 

"  E.  EEMINGTON  &  SONS, 
"Per  W.  C.  SQUIRE. 

"Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

"  United  States  Ordnance  Agenty  N.  Y." 
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I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  never  were  directed  to  put  any 
marks  upon  these  cases,  and  that  you  never  saw  any  marks  upon  them, 
as  directed  by  Eemington  &  Sons  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember  seeing  any 
marks  on  the  cases.  It  might  have  been  done  on  the  pier,  but  I  gave 
no  directions  whatever  in  relation  to  it,  and  knew  nothing  aoout  it. 

Q,  And  you  knew  nothing  about  it  f — A.  I  knew  nothing. 

Q.  And  gave  no  directions  f — A.  No  directions. 

Q.  Did  you  see  upon  any  of  those  cases  any  marks  indicating  that 
they  were  for  the  French  government  f  Did  you  see  any  of  them 
marked  "F.  R.^  or  "R.  F.f" — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  remember  seeing 
anything  of  the  kind  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  tallying  of  the  four  cases  Mr, 
Riley  has  spoken  off  Were  yon  aware  of  any  such  transaction  f — ^A. 
No,  sir;  it  was  merely  an  incident  connected  with  Mr.  Riley. 

Q.  And  you  knew  nothing  about  marking  the  boxes  t — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  If  you  had  seen  the  mark  "F.  R.^  or  "R.  F.,"  would  it  have  con- 
veyed any  definite  information  to  you! — A.  I  never  gave  it  a  second 
thought. 


Washington,  March  20, 1872. 
Charles  J.  McGowan  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Question.  In  the  course  of  business  at  your  office  at  the  time  referred 
to,  did  the  check  receipts  given  at  the  piers  come  to  your  notice  f — 
Answer.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  saw  none  of  them  f — A.  I  never  saw  one  in  my  life  that  I 
remember. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  tallying  of  the  four  cases  Mr. 
Biley  has  spoken  of! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  any  such  thing  ever  reported  to  you  f — ^A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  marking  of  the  boxes  by  the 
purchaser  in  any  way  whatever? — A.  No,  sir;  1  noticed  that  the  letter 
Senator  Stevenson  read  spoke  something  of  marks  on  the  boxes j  but 
there  was  never,  to  my  knowledge,  any  order  on  that  subject,  and  I  was 
never  given  any  order  to  mark,  as  it  was  not  my  business  to  do  other 
l>eople's  work. 

Q.  Did  your  office,  to  your  knowledge,  ever  receive  any  instructions 
fit>ui  Remington  &  Sons  about  the  marking  of  boxes  alluded  to  in  that 
letter  t — A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  remember  any  such  words  being  used  ex- 
cept in  that  letter ;  I  have  seen  it,  of  course. 

Q«  You  never  heard  anything  about  it  from  any  other  source? — ^A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  And  know  nothing  about  it  but  that  ? — A.  I  know  nothing  about 
it. 


Washington,  March  21, 1872. 
W.  Williams  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  What  is  your  business  f — Answer.  I  am  book-keeper  in 
General  Spinner's  Department. 
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Q.  Do  you  bold  in  your  liand  tbe  report  of  the  Treasurer  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Look  at  tbat  report  and  see  what  is  tbe  amount  there  reported  bv 
him  as  having  been  paid  into  tlie  Treasury  for  tbe  year  ending  June  30, 
1871,  from  the  sale  of  arms  and  ordnance  stores. — A.  The  amount  stated 
here  in  one  case  is  $8,286,131  70,  to  which  is  to  be  added  an  aiuoont 
'^frorn  national  armories"  of  two  hundred  and  sixty-nine  thousand  odd 
dollars,  and  another  one,  "for  arming  and  equipping  militia,  $240,000 f' 
tbe  total  of  which  is  $9,158,920  98. 

Q.  The  Secretary  of  War  has  testified  that  he  holds  your  receipts  for 
$9,700,000.  State  the  reason  why  the  balance  does  not  appear  in  that 
account  for  tbe  year  ending  June  30, 1871. — A.  A  considerable  amount 
of  the  ditterence — in  fact,  tbe  whole  amount  of  the  difference — between 
tbe  statement  made  by  tbe  Secretary  of  War  and  the  statement  made  by 
the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  arises  from  the  fact  that  moneys 
were  not  covered  in  at  tbe  termination  of  the  fiscal  year  1871,  but  have 
since  been  covered  in,  as  an  evidence  of  which  I  have  here  the  repay- 
covering  warrant,  as  it  is  called,  No.  113,  issued  on  tbe  29th  of  Februar}' 
of  this  year. 

Q.  What  is  tbe  amount  of  that ! — A.  The  total  amount  of  it  is 
$357,918,  and  all  that  money  was  deposited  in  May  and  June,  1871. 

By  Mr.  A^ies  : 

Q.  As  I  understand,  it  was  covered  in,  to  use  your  technical  expres- 
sion, last  month! — A.  Yes,  sir;  covered  into  tbe  Treasury-  last  mouth. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  The  difterence,  then,  between  the  sums  shown  by  the  vouchers 
which  the  Secretary  of  War  holds  and  the  sums  that  appear  in  the 
statement  of  tbe  Treasurer  is  accounted  for  in  that  way  ? — A.  Yes,  sir; 
and  more,  probably,  than  that. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  After  this  money  is  collected  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  paid  to 
tbe  War  Department,  before  it  is  technically  covered  into  the  Treasury, 
where  is  it  placed  f— :A.  As  accounting  in  some  measure  for  tbe  differ- 
ence between  the  method  of  keeping  accx)unts  in  the  War  Department 
and  in  the  Treasury  Department,  by  which  an  apparent  discrepancy 
arises,  which  is  no  discrepancy  at  all  when  explained,  let  me  state  the 
course  of  tbe  matter.  An  officer,  in  June,  1871,  sells,  in  Saint  Louis, 
arms  to  the  amount  of  $93,000,  as  in  the  case  of  the  papers  which  1 
have  before  me.  Before  tbe  close  of  June,  a  day  or  two  perhaps  after 
he  has  negotiated  tlie  sale,  he  reports  tbe  sale  to  tbe  Chief  of  Ordnance 
and  to  the  Wtir  Department.  They  immediately  charge  the  account  with 
$93,000,  but  tbe  officer  himself  does  not  collect  the  money  until  July. 
Tbe  consequence  is,  that  it  does  not  appear  in  the  Treasury  accounts 
until  July ;  therefore  it  appears  in  tbe  Ordnance  and  War  Department 
for  the  fiscal  year  1870-'71,  while  it  appears  in  our  account  for  the  fiscal 
year  1871-72,  creating  an  apparent  discrepancy,  which  is  really  no  dis- 
crepancy at  all.  Of  course,  it  remains  in  tbe  assistant  trea^jurer's 
office  at' Saint  Louis  until  it  is  covered  in. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Do  these  moneys  frequently  lie  a  long  time  in  the  hands  of  the 
assistant  treasurers  f — A.  That  particular  money  perhaps  would  remain 
there.    We  draw  from  there  balances  to  adjust  di^ei*ences  between  the 
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different  offices  from  time  to  time.    As  to  that  particular  money,  we  do 
not  keep  that  apart  from  any  other,  of  course. 

Q.  I  meant  to  ask  whether  the  process  by  which  the  money  appears 
on  the  accounts  of  the  Treasury'  Department,  by  which  it  is  covered  in, 
does  not  sometimes  take  a  long  time. — A.  Yes,  sir.  There  are  accounts 
that  have  been  standing  uncovered  upon  the  books  of  the  Treia^surer's 
OflSce  since  18G3, 1864,  and  1805 ;  perhaps  not  in  the  item  of  ordnance,  but 
in  other  cases.  I  merely  mention  that  to  show  that  a  sum  of  money 
being  paid  in  and  a  sum  of  money  being  covered  are  two  very  dissimilar 
things. 

By  Mr.  A^iES : 

Q.  Of  course  the  Government  has  the  use  of  the  money  which  is  paid 
in  from  the  moment  it  is  paid  in  ? — A.  Certainly. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q  It  is,  in  fact,  just  as  much  in  the  power  of  the  United  States  when 
it  is  in  the  hands  of  the  assistant  treasurer  as  when  it  is  covered  into 
the  Treasury  technically! — A.  Of  course.  The  covering  in  of  the 
money  is  a  mere  term,  acting  in  conformity  with  the  law  in  permitting 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  use  moneys.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, if  I  understand  the  law,  has  no  power  to  use  moneys  that  have  not 
been  covered  in ;  but  they  are  still  there.  We  have  at  the  present  time 
in  the  Treasury  millions  of  dollars  that  have  not  been  covered  in,  simply 
in  some  cases  from  the  fact  that  oflftcers  are  derelict  in  their  duty  in 
making  correct  reports.  For  instance,  an  officer  in  Saint  Louis,  or  San 
Francisco,  or  other  places,  will  say  to  a  friend,  **  I  am  ordered  to  a  cer- 
tain other  post ;  here  is  a  sum  of  money  that  I  have  received  " — per- 
haps $30,000 — "  here  is  my  check  for  it ;  I  want  you  to  go  and  pay  it  to 
the  assistant  treasurer  at  San  Francisco."  The  party  goes  and  pays  in 
that  same  $30,000.  They  ask  him  at  the  counter,  "  What  is  this  money 
forr  "I  do  not  know,"  is  the  reply ;  "  Colonel  so  and  so  told  me  to  put  . 
it  in  here."  That  money  is  immediately  paid  into  the  Treasury,  for 
which  certificates  of  deposits  are  issued ;  but  the  difficulty  is  for  the 
Treasurer  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  ascertain  to  what  par- 
ticular item  that  money  may  belong ;  it  may  belong  to  half  a  dozen  .ip- 
propriations. 

Bv  the  CIIAIR3IAN : 

Q.  It  may  be  months,  possibly  a  year,  before  the  Treiisurer  gets  in- 
tbrination  on  which  the  iiccounts  can  be  made  up ! — A.  Precisely. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  When  an  appropriation  is  made  by  Congress  for  any  8j>eciflc  pur- 
iwse,  and  it  is  desired  to  use  money  for  that  purpose,  the  money  already 
covered  into  the  Treasury  is  the  only  money  from  which  that  can  be 
drawn  f — A.  The  onlj^  money. 

Q.  It  is  drawn  on  speci<al  warrant  for  that  purpose,  out  of  the  money 
already  covered  into  the  Treasury  I — A.  Precisely. 

By  Mt.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Do  1  understand  you  to  say  that  it  is  sometimes  four  or  five  years 
l»efore  amounts  paid  in  are  covered  into  the  Treasury  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
We  have  moneys  there  which  have  been  lying  since  18G4  and  1805. 

Q.  Could  they  not  be  covered  into  the  Treasury  at  an  earlier  period 
by  a  little  inquiry  f — A.  The  difficulty  in  the  case  is  this  :  For  instance, 
in  consequence  of  the  late  war,  some  of  the  Auditors'  Offices  have  been 
overburdened  with  business ;  therefore  they  could  not  take  up  officers' 
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accoants  and  settle  them,  and  as  the  officers  receive  credit  upon  tbe 
covering  warrants,  it  becomes  necessary  to  establish  the  right  of  one 
man  to  that  credit.  For  instance,  take  the  name  of  Jones ;  there  were, 
probably,  in  the  late  war,  hundreds  and  thousands  of  officers  by  tbe 
name  of  Jones.  If  you  should  happen  to  get  the  wrong  initial  of  the 
man's  name,  or  if  you  should  happen  to  place  it  to  the  wrong  appropri- 
tion  in  the  settlement  of  that  man's  accounts,  he  might  be  short  in  one 
appropriation  and  over  in  another,  or  a  wrong  officer  would  receive 
credit.  It  therefore  becomes  absolutely  necessary  to  make  haste  slowly 
in  these  matters. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  money,  however,  in  the  mean  time  is  all  in  the  Treasury,  and 
used  by  the  Treasury  ! — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  The  accounting  officers,  however,  have  not  got  accurate  informa- 
tion to  be  able  to  tell  to  what  account  to  credit  it  f — A.  I  should  like  to 
qualify  my  answer  to  that  by  saying  that  your  remark  is  correct,  except 
so  far  as  the  use  of  the  money  by  the  Treasury  is  concerned.  Its  use 
by  the  Treasury  is  subordinated  to  the  fact  of  its  being  covered  in. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  when  you  state  that  it  is  not  used,  you  mean  that 
it  is  not  drawn  on  f — A.  Precisely. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  But  is  kept  to  be  drawn  on  for  the  specific  purpose  for  which  it 
was  appropriated  ? — A.  Exactly.  It  might  be  manipulated  from  one 
place  to  another,  but  not  actually  used. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  When  a  man  sells  arms  he  pays  in  the  money  at  a  particular  point 
to  the  sub-treasurer? — A.  Not  always  at  a  sub-treasury.  It  might  be 
paid  into  a  designated  depository,  or  at  a  national-bank  depository. 

Q.  Then  the  officer  who  pays  it  in  is  credited  on  his  individual  ac 
count  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  the  entry  at  this  depository  or  sub-treasury  show  on  what 
account  the  money  is  paid! — A.  !No,  sir;  and  there  is  one  of  the  diffi- 
culties of  this  matter.  That  officer  will  very  rarely  give  such  a  full 
statement  as  will  enable  the  Treasurer  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  place  the  money  to  its  correct  appropriation,  and  therefore  the  ac 
counts  of  the  Treasurer  are  necessarily  somewhat  deficient  in  correct 
details. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Could  not  the  Department  adopt  a  set  of  rules  requiring  the  officer 
who  pays  in  money  to  state,  in  connection  with  the  i)ayment,  the  pre- 
cise account  to  which  it  is  to  be  credited  f — A.  Allow  me,  if  you  x>lease, 
to  go  back  a  little  and  take  rather  a  wide  range  in  answering  that  ques- 
tion. What  appear  as  discrepancies  between  the  different  Departments 
(and  that  occasion  some  difficulty,  perhaps,  in  the  public  mind  in  under- 
standing the  accounts  of  the  Departments)  arise  from  the  diflterent 
course  of  treatment  in  the  diflferent  Departments ;  and  if  it  was  permit- 
ted that  a  commission  of  book-keepers  from  all  the  Departments  should 
sit  and  agree  upon  a  system  of  accounts,  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
arriving  at  such  a  state  of  affairs  as  would  simplify  everything  to  your- 
selves and  to  the  public,  and  that  would  place  the  very  matter  you 
speak  of  on  a  very  simple  basis,  and  make  that  perfectly  clear  which  it 
is  now  difficult  to  understand. 
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By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  As  I  understand  you,  each  Department  has  by  custom  a  some- 
what different  mode  of  keeping  its  accounts? — A.  Precisely  so,  and 
in  that  way  the  accounts  appear  to  vary,  although  there  is  no  diversity 
at  all  when  they  are  understood. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  You  say  that,  in  consequence  of  its  taking  some  time  to  cover  in 
moneys  actually  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  sometimes  ap- 
parent discrepancies  occur.  Now,  a  discrepancy  occurring,  say,  in  the 
year  1869-'70,  the  moneys  being  covered  in  during  the  fiscal  year 
1870-'71,  would  of  course  add  to  the  monej'S  accounted  for  in  the  year 
1870-71  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  suppose  another  discrepancy  of  a  similar  kind  to  arise,  going 
over  from  the  year  1870-'71  to  the  year  1871-72,  on  the  whole  the  sums 
total  would  remaiu  on  an  average  about  the  same,  would  they  not,  the 
discrepancies  overlapping! — A.  If  you  were  i)ermitt«d  to  pursue  your 
inqoiries  up  to  another  certain  given  point  in  regard  to  any  particular 
item,  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  establishing  the  actual  concurrence 
of  aD  the  Departments. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  But  the  discrepancy  of  this  year  may  not  coincide  with  the  dis- 
crepancy of  next  year  f — A.  It  might  not.  It  might  be  several  j'cars 
before  it  would  come  around. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  take  it  there  must  necessarily,  in  the  accounts  of  every  year,  be 
moneys  paid  in  during  one  year  that  pass  over  to  the  account  of  the 
succeeding  year  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  From  the  mode  of  doing  business,  there  must  be  overlaps  every 
year! — A.  There  must  be  that  difference.  It  is  not  a  discrepancy  in 
aay  proper  use  of  the  yvord. 


Washington,  March  21, 1872. 
George  S.  Boutwell  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  The  witness  we  have  just  examined  (a  book-keeper  in  the 
Treasurer's  Office)  has  explained  to  us  the  manner  in  which  the  alleged 
discrepancy  as  to  the  sale  of  arms  appears  in  the  Treasurer's  accounts. 
The  onlj'  question  I  wish  to  put  to  you  is,  whether,  if  any  Senator  or 
Kepresentative  had  called  upon  you  for  an  explanation  of  the  apparent 
discrepancy  between  the  amount  paid  in  by  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
the  amount  received  by  the  Treasurer,  the  explanation  would  not  have 
been  made  at  your  Department,  showing  how  it  arose  f — ^Answer.  Most 
certainly ;  all  the  information  of  the  Department  on  the  subject  would  have 
been  given  to  him.  It  is  quite  likely,  however,  that  I  should  not  have 
been  able  to  make  the  explanation  personally. 

Q.  But  the  explanation  which  would  have  shown  the  true  condition 
of  the  matter  would  have  been  made  on  the  request  of  any  Senator  or 
Representative  1 — A.  Certainly. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Would  not  that  information  have  been  given,  after  your  reports 
had  been  made,  to  a  .private  citizen  ? — A.  I  think  so.    I  know  no  rea- 
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son  why  we  shoaUI  not  do  it.  Of  course,  if  a  private  citizen  came,  we 
would  naturally  inquire  what  his  reason  was ;  but  I  do  not  know  of  any 
reason  w  hy  we  should  not  have  given  it  to  him,  and  we  certaiuly  should 
to  any  member  of  Congress,  or  anybody  in  any  way  connected  with  the 
Government,  or  responsible  for  what  was  done. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Does  it  not  often  occur  that  these  apparent  discrepancies  are  not 
of  easy  explanation  I  May  there  not  be  controverted  accounts  owing  to 
the  fact  that  you  have  not  received  information  from  the  various  deposi- 
taries and  sub-treasurers,  showing  the  character  of  each  deposit  ?  Would 
it  not  sometimes  happen,  owing  to  that  fact,  that  even  if  an  explanation 
had  been  called  for,  it  could  not  have  been  made  at  that  time ! — A.  I  do 
not  think  it  would  nappen.  In  regard  to  deposits,  we  make  the  entries 
when  we  receive  the  evidence  of  deposit.  There  would  be  a  real  differ- 
ence between  the  balances,  for  example,  speaking  of  deposits  on  the 
books  of  the  Treasury  and  the  books  at  the  depositories,  because  they 
have  knowledge  of  the  transactions,  as  far  as  the  deposits  are  concerned, 
before  we  have  knowledge  of  them  at  the  Treasury.  We  have  knowl- 
edge of  drafts  upon  depositories  in  different  parts  of  the  country, 
and  enter  them  at  once,  before  they  have  information  that  they  have 
been  drawn.  Therefore  the  accounts  on  a  given  day  would  never  agree 
That  is  in  the  nature  of  the  case. 


Washington,  March  22, 1872. 
Carl  Schurz  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairiman  : 

Question.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun?— 
Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  vou  been  acquainted  with  him  f — A.  Since  the 
year  1865. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  he  come  to  this  country? — A.  I  think  he  must 
have  come  into  this  country  a  short  time  before  I  got  acquainted  with 
liim,  in  the  spring.  I  do  not  know  exactly  when  he  came,  but  I  suppose 
it  was  in  the  winter  or  spring  of  1865. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  now,  or  at  .any  time,  he  has  been  connected  with 
the  French  legation  f — A.  He  told  me  himself  some  time  ago  that  he  was 
counsel  to  the  French  legation. 

Q.  About  what  time  was  that,  as  near  as  you  can  recollect  ? — A.  It 
was  after  the  debate  on  this  investigation  commenced  in  the  Senate  that 
he  told  me  so.  I  knew  before  that  he  was  an  attorney  prosecuting 
claims  for  French  citizens  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States.  He  may 
have  been  counsel  to  the  French  legation  before  he  told  me  so ;  but  he 
told  me  so  only  after  the  debate  commenced. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  any  connection  with  the  secret  serv- 
ice of  the  French  Government! — A.  I  think  not.  I  never  heard  any- 
thing about  that. 

Q.  Have  you  had  frequent  interviews  with  him  in  relation  to  thi 
investigation  f 

The  W^iTNEss.  Shall  I  tell  you  the  whole  story  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir;  that  will  be  the  best  way. 

A.  I  may  commence,  I  suppose,  by  stating  in  what  manner  I  got 
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knowledge  of  this  arms  business  myself,  and  then  it  \vill  come  up  in 
re/:^lar  succession. 

1  stated  in  my  speech  in  the  Senate  that  when  the  sales  to  Eemingtou 
and  others  took  place  in  the  year  1870,  and  January,  1871,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  commotion  which  prevailed  throughout  this  country,  and 
the  possibility  of  ill-feeling  that  might  arise  between  this  Government 
and  others  if  the  thing  was  carried  on,  1  was  then  rather  startled  at 
the  idea  that  the  Government  should  carry  on  proceedings  which  I 
considered  very  reckless,  for  no  other  reason  but  to  sell  arms,  and  that 
some  suspicions  arose  in  my  mind,  which,  however,  did  not  take  any 
definite  shape,  because  I  did  not  know  anything  except  the  fact  that 
arms  were  being  sold,  which,  as  the  newspapers  reported,  went  carga 
after  cargo  to  France. 

The  first  time  that  this  suspicion  was  strengthened  in  my  mind  was 
shortly  after  the  commencement  of  the  present  session  of  Congress,  when 
we  had  the  debate  in  the  Senate  about  the  organization  of  the  Retrench- 
ment Committee,  and  the  investigation  of  abuses.  I  was  informed  that 
Mr.  Conkling  had  said  to  Governor  Jewell,  of  Connecticut,  that  it  would 
be  dangerous  to  put  me  at  the  head  of  the  committee,  or  make  any  ar- 
rangement SIS  to  that  committee  which  would  result  in  my  being  chair- 
man of  it,  for  the  reason  that  I  w^ould  jirobably  avail  myself  of  my  oppor- 
tunities to  initiate  an  investigation  of  these  sales  of  arms  to  the  French. 
At  that  time  I  had  not  the  remotest  idea  of  doing  so,  because  nothing 
at  all  was  known  to  me  about  these  sales  but  the  mere  fact  that  the 
arms  had  been  sold  under  such  circumstances  as  I  stated  before. 

About  a  week  or  a  fortnight  before  our  Christmas  vacation  a  copy  of 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Eemingtou  to  Mr.  Le  Cesne,  which  appears  in  Mr.  Sum- 
ner's preamble  to  his  resolution,  and  has  frequently  been  referred  to^ 
was  shown  to  me  by  a  gentleman  who  is  a  member  of  the  legislative 
branch  of  this  Government. 

Q.  If  you  know  how  he  got  that  letter,  please  state  it.  — A.  I  do  not 
know,  of  my  own  knowledge,  how  he  got  the  letter,  but  I  suppose  you 
may  call  upon  that  gentleman  himself.  For  aught  I  know  he  will  be 
willing  to  testify. 

Q.  Who  was  the  gentleman! — A.  I  think  he  might  have  no  objection 
to  my  telling  his  name;  but  I  think  when  conversations  take  place  be- 
tween Senators  about  public  business,  those  conversations  should  be 
regarded  confidential.  I  doubt  very  much  whether  a  committee  of  the 
Senate  should  inquire  into  such  conversations.  As  I  said  before,  I  do 
not  think  that  the  gentleman  himself  will  have  any  objection  to  telling 
you,  but  1  should  not  like  to  set  such  a  precedent  myself.  I  may  say, 
however,  that  it  was  not  Mr.  Sumner,  if  that  is  satisfactory  to  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Carpenteh.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  this  question  answered^ 
I  do  not  know  of  any  confidence  about  public  business  that  overrides 
an  investigation  ordered  by  the  body. 

The  Witness.  I  must  say  that  I  have  my  doubts  as  to  the  propriety 
of  revealing  conversations  between  Senators  about  public  business. 

The  Chairman.  How  shall  we  be  able  to  know  who  the  Senator  or 
Representative  is,  and  to  summon  him  to  get  it  ? 

The  Witness.  Perhaps  the  Senator  will  announce  himself.  I  will 
speak  to  him  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  Suppose  he  does  not ! 

The  Witness.  If  he  authorizes  me  to  say  so,  then  I  will  say  so. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Suppose  he  does  not  authorize  you  ! 
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Mr.  Stevenson.  I  suppose  the  general  will  see  him  to-day,  and  if  he 
^oes  authorize  him  it  will  save  any  trouble. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  no  objection  to  passing  it  over  with  that 
landerstanding. 

The  Witness.  That,  as  I  said,  was  about  a  week  or  a  fortnight  before 
the  Christmas  vacation.  Then  I  did  not  hear  anything  about  the' sub- 
ject until  a  short  time  before  the  resolution  was  introduced  in  the  Sen- 
-ate ;  it  may  have  been, perhaps, 8  or  10  or  14  days — I  cannot  tell  exactly— 
when  I  learned  from  the  same  gentleman  that  the  Marquis  de  Cham- 
brun  had  knowledge  of  this  subject,  a  fact  which  I  did  not  know  before. 
The  Marquis  de  Chambrun  had  never  talked  to  me  about  the  subject, 
although  I  saw  him  quite  frequently.  After  I  had  heard  that  he  knew 
of  the  matter,  I  asked  him  myself  what  he  did  know  about  it  at  our  next 
interview.  I  think  he  called  at  my  house — not  for  the  purpose  of  telling 
me  about  this  matter,  but,  as  he  frequently  called,  in  a  social  way — and, 
in  response  to  my  inquiries,  he  spoke  to  me  about  the  letter  from  Rem- 
ington to  Le  Cesne ;  and,  if  I  remember  correctly,  at  that  interview  or 
41  subsequent  one  he  told  me  also  about  certain  conversations  he  had 
had  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  repeated  to  me  from  memory  the 
letter  addressed  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
which  also  appeared  in  the  debate,  in  reference  to  the  manufacturing  of 
<5artridges,  and  that  dispatch  of  Squire  to  Remington,  which  speaks 
about  the  strong  influences  that  had  been  set  to  work  here.  He  stated 
to  me  at  the  time  that  this  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  was  no  secret,  and  had  not  been  communicated  to  him  in 
-confidence,  but,  on  the  contiary,  the  Secretary  of  War  had  read  it  to 
him  in  the  presence  of  other  persons,  and,  at  a  subsequent  interview, 
had  told  him,  in  reply  to  the  question  whether  it  was  a  confidential 
•document,  that  there  was  no  confidence  about  it  at  all. 

Q.  How  many  interviews  with  Chambnin  at  your  house  did  you 
hold  t — A.  Chambrun  used  to  come  to  my  house  very  frequently,  and 
does  so  now.  He  has  been  doing  so  for  the  last  six  years.  In  fact,  he  is 
a  friend  of  my  family ;  his  wife  visits  at  my  house,  and  so  I  see  him 
very  frequently. 

Q.  Was  the  subject  of  this  investigation  a  matter  of  conversation  be- 
tween you  ? — A.  It  was  several  times  a  matter  of  conversation. 

Q.  And  subsequent  to  the  investigation,  have  you  had  conferences 
with  him  f — A.  Certainly ;  I  have  seen  him  quite  frequently  and  talked 
with  him  about  the  investigation. 

Q.  Every  day  ? — A.  Quite  frequently.  I  would  not  say  every  day,  but 
frequently. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  the  copy  of  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  which  is  in  Mr.  Sumner's  preamble,  got  into 
his  possession  ? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  By  a  verbal  recitation  of  it  f— A.  No,  he  got  a  copy  of  it ;  in  what 
way,  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  in  what  way  he  got  a  copy  of  the  letter  of  Reming- 
ton from  Tours  f — A.  I  think  Chambrun  told  me  in  conversation  that 
that  letter  of  Remington  to  Le  Cesne  was  communicated  to  him  by  the 
attorney  of  Mr.  Place,  if  I  recollect  rightly. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

C.  His  attorney  in  Paris ! — A.  I  think  so.  He  stated  at  the  same 
time  that  the  letter  had  been  produced  in  evidence  at  the  trial  of 
Place. 
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Q.  Is  that  what  Mr.  Sumner  stated  to  you  ? — ^A.  Chambrun  showed 
me  a  newspaper  which  mentioned  it,  containing  a  report  of  that  trial. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  information  in  relation  to  it !  Did  you  obtain 
any  of  the  French  legation  ? — A.  Ko,  sir ;  the  other  information  I  ob- 
tained with  regard  to  this  case  I  obtained  from  a  variety  of  sources, 
and  I  think  I  know  a  good  deal  more  about  it  than  the  Marquis  do 
Chambrun  himself.  I  would  say  in  addition  that,  in  speaking  of  the 
evidence  given  here,  and  of  i>oint8  which  I  had  obtained  from  other 
sources,  there  were  some  that  he  knew  something  about,  some  details 
that  I  did  not  know,  and  which  he  communicated  to  me ;  but  in  the 
main  I  was  informed  about  those  things  before  he  and  I  talked  about 
them. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  from  whom  the  cable  telegram  of  Feb- 
ruary 9,  1872,  to  the  Associated  Press  came  f — A.  Not  the  least. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  or  know  anything  about  such  a  dispatch  until 
you  saw  it  in  the  public  press  ? — A.  Nothing  at  all. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you,  at  any  time,  call  upon  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  reasons  for 
the  apparent  discrepancy  between  the  amount  of  moneys  received  by 
the  War  Department  and  the  amount  credited  at  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment!— A.  No,  sir;  I  had  no  reason  for  doing  so. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  that  any  officer  of  the  Government, 
directly  or  indirectly,  realized  or  received  any  money  from  the  sale  of 
these  armsf — ^A.  As  far  as  my  knowledge  of  this  case  is  concerned,  I 
wrote  already  to  the  committee,  when  they  invited  me  to  be  present  and 
give  such  evidence  as  I  had,  that  a  good  deal  of  information  about  the 
matter  had  come  to  me  from  third  persons,  in  great  part  in  confidence ; 
that  I  thought  that  information  could  be  laid  before  the  committee  in 
the  shape  of  evidence  by  examining  those  persons  who  had  written  or 
spoken  to  me,  or  other  persons  whose  names  the3'  had  given  me ;  and  I 
then  expressed  in  my  letter  a  willingness  to  give  the  committee  the 
names  of  such  persons.  Of  course  the  information  which  I  thus  re- 
ceived 1  cannot  produce  in  the  shape  of  evidence,  because  I  am  not 
myself  a  witness  to  the  facts. 

Q.  You  have,  therefore,  no  knowledge  of  your  own? — A.  None  of 
my  own.  1  would  further  say,  as  to  witnesses,  that  the  witnesses  ex- 
amined by  this  committee  so  far  are  witnesses  called  by  the  committee 
itself,  with  the  exception,  I  believe,  of  Mr.  Hall  and  Mr.  lliley,  and  I 
have  not  yet  commenced. 

Q.  And  the  others  you  have  suggested  will  be  summoned  ? — A.  I  was 
going  to  say  that  1  have  not  yet  commenced  examining  the  witnesses 
such  as  I  thought  of  suggesting  to  the*  committee  myself. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  From  what  persons  did  you  receive  confidential  communications 
upon  this  subject  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  should  answer  that  question, 
because  ]>erson8  communicated  to  me  certain  things  in  confidence, 
stating  that  they,  or  such  and  such  other  persons,  knew  about  them, 
and  I  intend  to  suggest  the  names  to  the  committee  that  they  may  be 
called. 
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Q.  I  do  not  know  whether  you  mean  by  that  phraseology,  saying  that 
you  do  not  think  you  should  answer — ^to  state  that  you  will  not  answer, 
or  whether  you  simply  express  your  opinion  that  you  ought  not  to  an- 
swer!— A.  I  think  I  ought  not  to  answer,  and  1  do  not  think  it  would 
be  of  any  use  to  the  committee  either. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  think,  Mr  Chairman,  we  are  entitled  to  that,  and 
ought  to  have  it. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  question,  I  suppose,  for  the  committee  to 
determine. 

The  Witness.  If  you  will  permit  me,  I  will  make  a  remark.  For  in- 
stance, I  get  a  letter  from  such  and  such  a  place,  stating  *•  Here  is  Mr. 
so  and  so  who  knows  about  such  and  such  transactions,  and  he  can  give 
evidence  of  them,  but  I  do  not  want  my  own  name  to  appear  in  the 
matter."  Such  letters  I  have.  I  do  not  tiiink  it  would  be  of  any  use  to 
the  committee  to  know  it,  for  if  the  evidence  given  by  the  person  men- 
tioned  in  that  letter  is  worth  anything,  it  Avill  redound  to  the  benefit  of 
the  investigation;  and  if  it  is  not,  it  will  fall  through. 

One  further  remark.  If  I  were  to  lay  before  the  committee  lettei'S 
addressed  to  me  suggesting  the  names  of  witnesses,  the  consequence 
would  be  that  the  information  which  is  thus  coming  will  be  stopped 
entirely.  I  am  now  receiving  letters  about  that  matter  myself  every 
day ;  but  as  soon  as  it  is  known  that  those  letters  come  before  the  com- 
mittee, of  course  there  will  be  an  end  of  them,  and  the  committee  may 
be  deprived  of  information  which  might  be  very  useful  to  bring  light 
into  this  case. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  I  would  make  an  inquiry  of  the  Senator.  Is  it  your  purpose  to 
have  those  witnesses  subpoenaed  and  examined! — A.  Certainly;  that 
is  my  purpose,  one  after  another,  without  exception. 

Mr.  Stevenson.  As  I  understand  it,  General  Schurz  states  that  the 
persons  from  whom  he  got  this  information  did  not  profess  to  have  any 
knowledge  themselves^  but  only  suggested  names,  which  names  he  has 
had  summoned,  or  will  suggest  to  be  summoned,  so  as  to  be  brougbt 
before  the  committee. 

The  Witness.  I  was  going  to  give  the  chairman  some  of  those  names 
to-day. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Harlan.)  Are  those  persons  citizens  of  the  United  States?— 
A.  Yes,  every  one  of  them ;  and  I  would  say  that  I  have  received  no 
information  from  abroad  at  all,  absolutely  none,  except  what  I  have 
already  detailed. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  General  Schurz  states  that  he 
thinks  the  effect  of  answering  the  question  which  I  put  at  this  time 
would  be  to  cut  off  investigation  and  suppress  testimony,  I  will  waive 
it  until  General  Schurz  puts  in  all  the  testimony  he  desires  to  put  in 
relating  to  the  case,  and  then  I  shall  renew  the  question. 

The  Witness.  Will  the  chairman  permit  me  a  remark  here  ? 

The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  know  but  that  that  would  have  the  same  effect 
of  stopping  the  coming  in  of  information  of  that  kind. 

The  Chairman.  I  cannot  conceive  how,  after  the  witnesses  shall  have 
testified,  it  could  have  that  effect. 

The  Witness.  Perhaps  some  of  those  persons  who  have  given  me 
information  and  given  others  information  about  this  subject  may  not 
want  to  have  their  names  involved  in  this  case  at  all. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Mr.  Chairman,  one  part  of  the  resolution  directs 
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this  committee  to  inquire  and  report  *'  whether  anj'  member  of  the  Sen- 
ate, or  any  other  Americsin  citizen,  is  or  has  been  in  communication 
or  colhision  with  the  government  or  authorities  of  France,  or  with  any 
agettt  or  oflScer  thereof,  in  reference  to  the  said  matters."  We  certainly 
cannot  perform  that  part  of  our  inquiry,  after  General  Schurz  has 
stated  that  he  has  received  various  communications  in  confidence,  with- 
out ascertaining  from  whom  those  communications  have  been  received. 

The  Witness.  Allow  me  to  state  that  not  one  of  those  communica- 
tions comes  from  a  citizen  of  {^  foreign  country,  but  every  one  of  them 
from  American  citizens,  and  they  have  uo  reference  at  all  to  any  trans- 
action between  this  Government  and  any  foreign  government,  or  any 
foreign  official,  but  only  officers  of  this  Government  and  its  own  trans- 
actions. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Of  course,  the  privilege  of  General  Schurz  on  the 
stand  is  the  privilege  of  every  witness  who  comes  here.  If  we  should 
permit  the  witnesses  to  give  construction  to  the  testimony  in  their 
information,  without  stating  it,  we  should  transfer  this  investigation  from 
the  committee  to  the  witnesses,  which  cannot  be  done. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  to  make  one  other  suggestion.  It  seems  to 
me  it  is  not  a  matter  for  discussion  now,  a«  Senator  Carpenter  waives 
his  question,  but  one  to  be  discussed  when  the  question  is  renewed.  But 
I  want  to  make  a  remark  in  connection  with  what  General  Schurz  has 
said.  A,  B,  and  0  communicate  to  him  the  names  of  certain  witnesses, 
having  no  knowledge  themselves.  The  importance  of  knowing  who 
those  i)ersons  are  arises  in  this  way :  because  they  may  be  the  connect- 
ing-link between  i)€rsons  who  are  connected  with  foreign  governments 
from  which  they  got  the  information  they  communicated  to  the  general, 
he  not  having  known  the  fact. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  They  are  under  investigation  by  this  resolution. 

The  Chairman.  However,  it  is  a  question  to  be  discussed  hereafter. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  will  waive  the  question  until  General  Schurz  calls 
every  witness  whom  he  desires  to  call,  and  then  I  shall  renew  it. 

B3-  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say,  general,  that  the  gentleman  from  whom 
you  obtained  your  information  heard  the  Secretary  of  War  read  this 
letter  ad<lressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State  ! — A.  Yes. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Who  were  those  persons  who  heard  the  Secretary  of  War  read 
that  letter  f — A.  I  really  do  not  know  who  the  persons  were.  I  said  he 
stated  so  to  me. 

Q.  Who  stated  so  to  you  f — A.  The  Marquis  de  Chambrun  stated  it 
to  me. 

Q.  Did  Chambrun  state  who  those  persons  were? — A.  I  do  not 
remember  who  they  were. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Chambrun  repeated  the  letter  to  you  from  memory  ! — A.  The  first 
time  from  memory,  and  at  a  subsequent  interview  he  showed  me  a  copy 
of  it,  stating  at  the  same  time  that  he  had  been  informed  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  himself  that  it  was  not  considered  there  a  confidential 
docament  at  all. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  him  at  any  time  say  that  a  copy  of  that  letter  was 
put  into  his  hands  for  the  purpose  of  submitting  it  to  the  President  and 
to  nobody  else  ? — A.  Ko,  sir.  I  stated  distinctly  that  he  had  said  to  me 
that  the  Secretary  of  War  had  told  him  it  was  not  a  confidential  docu- 
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ment.    I  never  heard  hiin  say  anything  about  the  Secretary  of  War 
telling  him  it  should  be  shown  only  to  the  President,  or  anybody  else. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  To  whom  was  the  letter  of  Remington  furnished  by  jbhe  counsel  of 
Place  ? — A.  To  Ghambruu. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Sumner  get  it  from  Chambrun  or  from  the  counsel  of 
Placet — A.  I  suppose  Mr.  Sumner  did  not  get  it  from  the  counsel  of 
Place. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  Sumner  did  get  it  ? — A.  I  suppose  Mr.  Sum- 
ner can  testify  about  that  himself.  I  think  Mr.  Sumner  stated  in  his 
speech  that  the  first  knowledge  he  received  of  this  letter  was  from  some- 
body else ;  not  Chambrun,  but  an  American  citizen. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  yourself,  from  whom  Mr.  Sumner  received  a  copy  of 
that  letter  f — A.  I  cannot  tell,  of  my  own  knowledge. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Did  you  see  a  copy  of  the  Remington  letter  from  Tours  in  the  pos- 
session of  Chambrun! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  At  what  timet — A.  First,  as  I  stated.  I  saw  it  in  the  hands  of  a 
Senator,  who  showed  it  to  me.  That  was  before  the  Christmas  vaca- 
tion, and  subsequently  I  saw  it  in  the  hands  of  Chambrun. 

Q,  About  what  time,  as  near  as  you  can  recollect,  was  thatt — A.  I 
stated  already  that  the  first  interview,  after  I  had  known  that  Cham- 
brun knew  anything  about  the  case  at  all,  was  from  eight  to  fourteen 
days  before  the  resolution  was  introduced.  I  cannot  tell  exactly,  be- 
cause I  have  been  meeting  him  quite  frequently  for  the  last  six  years; 
it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  fix  the  date.  1  might  say,  as  frequent 
mention  has  been  made  in  the  Senate  of  a  general  impression  that  this 
investigation  was  to  be  moved  for  four  months,  that  certainly  I  had  not 
the  remotest  idea  of  moving  any  such  investigation  until  I  got  knowl- 
edge of  these  facts,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  had  any  idea  of  moving  it 
myself  at  all;  but  certainly  four  months  ago  I  had  not  any  knowledge 
of  the  facts  that  have  since  been  disclosed. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Besides  what  you  have  stated  and  referred  to  in  your  testimony, 
(except  that  communicated  to  you  in  confidence,  as  to  which  the  question 
has  been  reserved,)  have  you  any  other  knowledge  whatever  to  show 
that  any  officer  of  our  Government,  either  in  the  War  Department  or 
any  other  branch  of  the  service,  has  ever  made  any  profit  personally  to 
himself  out  of  this  transaction,  or  that  the  Government  sold  these  arms 
to  anybody  that  they  knew  at  the  time  to  be  an  agent  of  the  French 
government  f — A.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  had  no  connection  with 
the  matter  myself,  and  therefore  do  not  know  anything,  of  my  own 
knowledge.  All  that  I  do  know  is  from  documents  that  I  have  seen 
and  from  third  persons  that  know  about  it.  Some  of  it  has  already 
been  disclosed  in  the  investigation  as  so  far  carried  on. 

Q.  And  the  rest  of  it  will  be! — A.  I  think  so.  I  said  in  my  letter 
that  I  expected  to  prove  all  the  allegations  that  had  been  made,  at 
least  by  me. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  New  York  paper  containing  an  article  said  to 
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be  copied  and  translated  from  the  Norddentsche  Allgemeine  Zeitung,  of 
Berlin.  Do  you  know  anything  of  that  paper  ? — A.  I  know  that  such  a 
paper  exists. 

Q.  What  is  its  relation  to  the  government  of  Germany;  do  you 
know! — A.  I'think  it  is  a  paper  that  is  on  the  government  side. 

Q.  It  is  described  in  this  New  York  paper,  a  slip  from  which  I  hold 
in  my  hand,  as  "the  Norddeutsche  Allgemeine  Zeitung,of  Berlin,  the- 
semi-official  organ  of  the  imperial  government  of  Germany."  Do  yoa 
know  anything  about  that? — A.  It  may  sustain  that  relation  to  the 
government;  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Have  you  seen  that  paper  ? — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  that  article  in  German  I — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Will  you  please  read  the  article  f — A.  This  paper  says : 

"THE    GERMAN    GOVERNMENT    AND    THE    FRENCH  ARMS    INVESTIGA- 
TION. 

"The  Norddeutsche  Allgemeine  Zeituug,  of  Berlin,  the  semiofficial 
organ  of  the  imperial  government  of  Germany,  says,  in  regard  to  the 
French  arms'  sales : 

"  *  The  last  mail  from  the  United  States  has  brought  us  an  account  of 
the  acrimonious  debate  that  has  taken  place  in  the  American  Senate,  at 
Washington,  on  the  motion  of  Senator  Sumner,  a  distinguished  mem- 
ber of  that  bod}',  demanding  an  investigation  of  the  salens  of  muskets 
and  cartridges  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  certain  per- 
sons, who  afterwards  turned  out  to  be  agents  of  the  French  govern- 
ment, during  the  war  between  Germany  and  France. 

"  *  Some  of  last  evening's  papers  have  commented  upon  this  account  in 
a  manner  that  would  seem  to  call  for  an  explanation  on  the  part  of  the^ 
imperial  government.  We  believe  we  are  well  informed  when  we  say 
that  our  government  takes  no  interest,  or,  at  the  most,  only  a  negative 
one,  in  the  question  which  Mr.  Sumner  has  brought  before  the  Americiin 
Senate. 

***  When  the  fact  of  these  sales,  during  the  war,  was  brought  to  the 
notice  of  our  department  of  foreign  affiiirs,  a  thorough  investigation 
of  the  subject  took  place,  and  our  government  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  not  be  justified  in  complaining  of  the  course  pursued  by 
the  authorities  of  the  United  States  in  reference  to  this  affair.  Irregu- 
larities, such  a«  were  alluded  to  during  the  recent  debate  in  the  Ameri- 
can Senate,  have  undoubtedly  occurred;  but  they  were  certainly  not 
important  enough  to  be  regarded  as  violations  of  international  courtesy^ 
much  less  of  flagrant  breaches  of  neutrality.  No  complaints  were 
addressed,  in  consequence,  by  our  government,  to  the  Cabinet  of  Wash- 
ington at  the  time  when  the  transactions  in  question  took  place,  and 
none  will  be  made  now,  especially  as  the  Government  of  President 
Grant  has  uniformly  conducted  itself  toward  this  country  in  a  manner 
so  friendly  and  upright  that  the  relations  of  the  two  governments  have 
been«  and  are  now,  of  the  most  cordial  nature. 

"*  There  are  two  other  points  which  should  not  be  overlooked  in  form- 
ing an  opinion  upon  the  question  brought  up  by  Senator  Sumner.  That 
gentleman  during  the  war  took  sides  with  France,  and  delivered  elabo- 
rate addresses,  full  of  very  hostile  sentiments  toward  this  government. 
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His  present  course  we  have  no  reason  to  believe  to  be  dictated  by 
friendlier  feelings  toward  Germany. 

*'  'Mr.  Sumner  is,  moreover,  a  decided  enemy  of  the  present  adminis- 
tration of  the  United  States.  On  account  of  his  unfriendliness  toward 
President  Grant  he  had  to  be  deprived  of  the  influential  position  of 
chairman  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  and  his  present 
movement  is  again  intended  to  prejudice  the  American  people  against 
the  President.  The  presidential  election  takes  place  next  fall  in  the 
United  States,  and  ever^^thing  is  brought  forward  to  prevent  the  con- 
tinuance of  President  Grant  in  his  present  position. 

<*  'A  French  agent,  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  seems  to  be  mixed  up 
with  this  affair.  It  is  but  natural  that  the  French  people  and  their 
government  should  be  enraged  at  the  unexampled  venality  and  rapacity 
of  their  agents  during  the  war.  Consul  Victor  Place,  who  had  his  dis- 
honest hands  likewise  in  this  American  business,  was  but  a  type  of  the 
French  scoundrels  who  made  money  out  of  the  terrible  distress  of  their 
country.' 

*^  It  is  to  be  feared  that  this  authoritative  statement  will  prove  but 
<H>ld  comfort  to  the  '  liberal'  camp." 

May  I  make  a  remark  about  thisf  • 

The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  think  this  would  prove  cold  comfort  to  the 
liberal  camp,  for  it  only  confirms  what  we  have  been  saying,  that,  in  my 
opinion,  there  was  no  danger  that  the  German  government  would  take 
any  notice  of  these  transactions. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  And  that  they  had  no  good  reason  to  do  so  t — ^A.  No ;  I  did  not 
say  so.  It  has  always  been  my  opinion  that  it  is  the  duty  of  Ameri- 
can Senators  to  study  as  much  as  possible  the  policy  of  foreign  cabinets, 
by  whatever  means  within  their  reach,  so  as  to  form  an  intelligent 
opinion  as  to  what  foreign  governments  are  likely  to  do  under  particular 
circumstances,  and  not  to  fall  into  those  absurdities  which  sometimes 
nre  expressed  by  men  who  ought  to  know  better;  and  so,  as  I  expressed 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  it  has  always  been  my  opinion,  and  it  is  now, 
that  no  notice  whatever  would  be  taken  of  these  things  by  the  German 
government,  because,  as  history  shows,  it  has  always  been  its  fixed 
policy  to  keep  on  the  best  possible  terms  with  the  United  States,  and 
to  ignore  anything  that  might  disturb  them.  This  article  only  proves 
the  correctness  of  my  opinion. 

There  is  one  other  point  that  might  have  been,  touched,  and  which  I 
may  say  something  about  here.  It  has  been  suggested  in  the  debate  in 
the  Senate  that  this  investigation  was  instituted  for  the  purpose  of 
working  into  the  hands  of  French  agents.  I  would  say  that  in  my 
conversations  with  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  I  not  only  did  not  hear 
him  say  anything  that  would  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  he  wanted  to 
make  a  point  in  any  way  for  the  French  government,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, I  was  convinced  that  such  was  not  the  case.  In  fact,  he  showed 
me  once  a  letter  from  M.  de  Kemusat,  who  is  the  French  minister 
of  foreign  affairs,  and  a  relative  of  his,  in  which  M.  de  Eemosat  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  or  the  desire — 1  do  not  recollect  exactly  which — 
that  nothing  further  should  be  done  in  this  matter  at  all,  either  there 
or  here. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Place,  I  believe,  has  been  convicted  in  France  t — ^A.  So  the  news- 
papers report 
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Q.  Did  you  not  iiuilerstand  the  scope  of  Cbambriin's  eft'orts  to  be  to 
convict  somebody  in  the  sale  of  these  arms  improperly ;  that  is,  to  show 
that  the  French  <?oveniment  had  been  charged  more  than  was  paid  to 
our  Government ! — A.  I  do  not  know  that  Chambrun's  efforts,  as  you 
c«ill  them,  have  any  definite  aim  at  all.  I  always  knew  Chambnin  to 
take  a  very  lively  interest  in  anything  that  was  going  on. 

Q.  From  his  conversations  with  you  did  you  not  draw  the  inference 
fairly  that  that  was  his  object  ? — A.  I  had  no  reason  to  draw  any  such 
inference  from  mv  conversations  with  him. 

Bv  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

V 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Chambrun  in  regard  to 
tbe  reported  cable  dispatch  which  said  that  the  French  committee  had 
passed  a  certain  resolution? — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  that? — A.  He  did  not  know  anything 
about  it ;  that  is  what  he  told  me ;  he  had  not  tbe  remotest  knowledge 
of  it. 

Q.  Ilave  you  heard  of  it  from  any  source  except  the  report  made  by 
Mr.  Washburne,  minister  to  France?  Had  you  heard  before  that,  that 
no  such  resolution  had  passed! — A.  No,  sir;  all  the  information  I  have 
about  that  is  what  I  received  here. 

Q.  Who  is  the  French  charge  d'affaires? — A.  M.  de  Bellonnet,  as  I 
understand. 

Q.  Do  you  know  him  ? — A.  I  met  him  at  a  party  at  Colonel  Freyre's, 
Peruvian  minister,  and  at  a  party  at  the  Turkish  minister's,  afterward. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  him  in  regard  to  that 
cable  dispatch  ? — A.  Not  the  least  in  the  world.  I  never  had  any  con- 
versation with  him  about  any  of  these  matters.  I  only  know  him  by 
sight,  to  say  "Good  evening"  and  "Goodnight." 


Washington,  March  25, 1872. 
J.  W.  SmoNTON  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  CnAiRMAN : 

Question.  The  papers  of  the  9th  of  February  gave  what  purported  to 
be  a  telegraphic-cable  dispatch  in  relation  to  the  doings  of  the  French 
committee  to  inquire  into  the  sale  of  arms.  Do  you  recollect  it? — 
Answer.  I  do. 

Q.  Can  you  state  to  the  committee  whether  that  dispatch  came  over 
the  cable  wires? — A.  It  did,  substantially;  not  in  that  form  precisely. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  precise  form  in  which  it  came? — A.  I  can. 

Q.  Please  do  so. — A.  You  will  allow  me  to  premise  by  saying  that  we 
have,  in  our  Associated  Press  system,  arrangements  with  our  agents  by 
which  we  abbreviate  our  dispatches  very  much.  They  use  certain  forms 
of  expression,  which  indicate  how  a  dispatch  may  be  elaborated  in  one 
direction,  and  other  forms  that  show  how  it  may  be  elaborated  in 
another,  and  the  dispatch  as  published  was  based  upon  such  expressions. 
I  brought  the  original,  because  I  had  seen  by  a  telegrax>hic  dispatch  to 
a  New  York  paper  that  it  had  been  suggested  that  I  sliould  be  sum- 
monetl  to  answer  upon  this  question ;  consequently,  I  have  come  pre- 
pared with  the  original  message.    It  came  to  us  in  these  words: 

"  AVarcontracts  committee  asks  America"  (which  with  us  means  the 
(rovernment  of  the  United  States)  ''  result  inquiry  conduct  American 
officials,  suspected  participants  purchases  arms." 

18  s  A 
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Q.  And  from  that  the  dispatch,  as  it  appeared  in  the  i>apers,  was  writ- 
ten out! — A.  1  have  here  a  manifold  copy  of  the  dispatch  as  we  gave  it 
to  the  press : 

"The  assembly  committee  on  war  contracts  has  adopted  a  resolution 
asking  the  United  States  Government  to  furnish  the  result  of  the  in- 
quiry into  the  conduct  of  American  officials  who  were  suspected  of  par- 
ticipating in  the  purchase  of  arms  for  the  French  government  during  the 
war.'' 

Q.  From  whom  did  that  dispatch  come! — A.  It  came  to  us  from  our 
regular  agent  in  London,  Mr,  William  Aplin. 

Q.  Have  you  any  information  which  allows  you  to  know  absolutely 
that  that  dispatch  came  from  Paris  to  London  ;  or  might  it  not,  without 
your  knowledge,  have  been  sent  from  Loudon  to  you,  and  never  been 
heard  of  in  Paris  ? — A.  I  think  it  could  not.  Our  agent  received  it  from 
the  Renter  bureau. 

By  Mr.  ScHUKZ : 

Q.  That  bureau  is  in  London  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  bureau  is  iu  London. 
It  has  its  agents  and  connections  at  Paris,  and  at  all  other  principal 
points  in  Europe ;  and,  by  contract  with  them,  we  are  entitled  to  receive 
in  London  all  news  that  they  receive  from  all  their  agents. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  here  that  that  dispatch  was  sent 
from  Paris  to  your  agent  in  London? — A.  Nothing  further  than  this:  I 
telegraphed  to  our  agent  by  cable :  "  Telegraph  whence  obtained  state- 
ment February  9 ;  '  committee  asks  arms  America.' "  To  that  I  have  the 
answer  fi^om  our  agent :  "  Renter  writes  to  Paris  for  information." 
Therefore,  there  is  no  question  that  Renter  received  it  from  his  agent 
in  Paris,  to  whom  he  has  written,  but  I  have  *not  received  any  further 
response. 

By  Mr,  Sawyer  : 

Q.  When  did  you  send  that  dispatch  ? — A.  On  Saturday,  the  23d, 
immediately  upon  my  being  summoned.  The  moment  we  heard  that 
there  was  any  question,  we  wrote  bj'  mail  to  our  correspondent  to  inform 
us  fully,  as  we  do  in  every  such  case  where  there  is  doubt. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  a  card,  which,  I  think,  you  pul)lished  in  the  Times  or  Tribune, 
you  stated  that  you  supposed,  or  had  reason  to  believe,  that  the  inform«a- 
tion  was  copied  from  the  Paris  Patrie  ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  will  show  the 
reason  for  supposing  that.  This  dispatch  contains  another  item  preceding 
the  one  in  regard  to  which  you  are  investigating,  and  we  were  in  doubt 
ourselves  in  translating  the  dispatch  whether  one  or  both  the  items 
should  have  been  credited  to  the  Patrie.  1  will  read  you  the  first,  and 
you  can  see  what  I  mean  by  that.  Patrie,  standing  at  the  head,  means 
the  newspaper  Patrie,  and  it  means  that  it  contains  an  article  on  the 
subject  to  be  mentioned, 

''  PATRIE. 

"Capitulation  committee  obtained  proofs  against  Bazaine.''  And 
then  immediately  after  that  came  the  w^ords  which  Ihave  alre^idy  read, 
"  War-contracts  committee  asks  America,"  &c.  We  did  think  at  first 
that  perhaps  credit  should  have  been  given  to  the  Patrie  for  the  second 
item  as  well  as  the  first.  We  so  thought,  even  at  the  time  when  that 
card  was  published,  but  since  we  have  changed.  We  think  the  form 
of  the  dispatch  in  regard  to  the  arms  question  precludes  the  supposi- 
on  that  it  w^as  a  citation  from  the  Patrie. 
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By  Mr.  SCHIJRZ : 

Q.  Is  the  Renter  agency  the  usual  channel  through  which  you  receive 
your  news! — A.  Yes,  sir,  but  not  the  exclusive  channel.  It  is  the  one 
ui>on  which  we  rely  for  continental  news. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Can  you  tell  me  whether  an  individual  person  in  Paris  conld  tele- 
p^aph  your  agent  as  coming  from  the  Associated  Press  agent  in  Paris  ! — 
A.  !No,  sir;  he  conld  not.  That  is  to  say,  our  agent  would  not  accept 
anything  from  any  party  whom  he  did  not  know.  He  would  take,  of 
coarse,  by  telegraph,  as  he  would  by  personal  statement,  anything  that 
he  thonght  was  of  interest. 

Q.  What  I  mean  is  this :  if  Mr.  A.  were  to  go  into  the  telegraph- 
oflSce  in  Paris,  and,  on  his  own  individual  responsibility,  send  the  very 
dispatch  which  you  have  read  to  your  agent  in  London,  could  he  do 
80  ?— A.  He  could  send  it,  certainly.  The  telegraph-office  cannot  refuse 
to  receive  any  message  that  the  government  docs  not  of  itself  suppress. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Would  you  have  any  means  of  testing  its  authenticity  ? — A.  If  it 
(lid  not  come  with  a  recognized  signature,  we  would  not  touch  it.  If  it 
came  from  any  one  known  to  us,  whether  we  had  any  arrangement  with 
him  or  not,  our  agent  would  use  it  if  he  thought  the  party  reputable. 
It  is  quite  a  common  thing  for  American  gentlemen  traveling  abroad, 
who  happen  to  know  some  of  us,  and  who  hear  of  anything  that  they 
think  will  not  get  into  the  papers  which  would  be  interesting  to  Ameri- 
cans, to  telegraph  it  to  our  agent,  but  he  does  it  over  a  name  and  signa- 
ture that  justifiy  it. 

•    By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  have  telegraphed  to  your  agent 
in  London  to  ascertain  the  authenticity  of  this  dispatch  f — A.  Yes,  sir  5 
and  he  replies  by  saying  that  Renter  has  written  to  the  Paris  agency. 

Q.  Will  you  communicate  to  us  any  information  which  you  may  ob- 
tain ? — A.  I  will  telegraph  to  you  as  soon  as  we  receive  it. 

By  Mr.  Schukz  : 

Q.  As  I  understand  now,  this  dispatch  did  come  from  the  regular 
Keuter  agency  ! — A.  It  did.  My  authority  for  saying  so  is  the  answer 
from  our  London  agent,  which  I  have  read,  stating  that  Eeuter  writes 
to  the  Paris  agent  to  inquire  what  the  authority  for  the  statement  was. 
Of  course  that  implies  that  our  authority  is  Renter,  and  he  is  to  let  us 
know  what  his  authority  is. 


Washington,  March  25, 1872. 
William  J.  Littlejoiin  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  What  is  your  situation  in  New  York  now  I — A.  1  am  with  the 
limi  of  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Grahain,  as  chief  clerk. 

Q.  In  whose  employ  were  you  during  the  French  and  German  war, 
when  it  was  understood  arms  were  shipped  there  f — A.  From  the  25th 
of  October  until  the  31st  of  December,  1870,  I  was  jointly  with  Mr. 
Chauviteaux  and  E.  Remington  &  Sons. 
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Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Cliauviteaux  ? — A.  He,  as  I  iiuderstood,  was  the 
agent  for  Mr.  Victor  Place,  the  French  consul  in  Xew  York. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  as  to  the  manner  in  which  ordnance 
stores  were  shipped  from  the  arsenal  in  Xew  York  and  other  deposito- 
ries ot  ordnance  stores  to  the  piers? — A.  I  only  have  a  knowledge  of 
how  they  were  received  there,  not  how  they  were  shipped  from  the 
arsenals.  I  know  how  they  were  received  at  the  piers  and  on  board 
shi}). 

Q.  State  the  manner  in  which  they  arrived  there,  and  how  they  were 
delivered. — A.  Lighters  came  alongside  the  steamers  Erie  and  Ontario. 
Sometimes  one  or  two  woidd  come  alongside  the  pier ;  sometimes  we 
w^ould  have  more  lighters  alongside  the  ship.  The  sbip  would  be  full  of 
lighters  alongside,  and  there  would  bo  no  room  for  more.  Then  we 
would  send  one  or  two  around  to  discharge  on  the  pier  opposite  the 
ship,  so  as  to  take  goods  right  on  board  from  the  other  side.  We  could 
sometimes  work  two  gangways  by  doing  that.  The  lighters  would  come 
alongside;  the  cases  were  slung  anil  taken  on  board.  I  had  a  clerk 
there,  (Mr.  Starbuck,)  who  g<ave  receipts  to  tiie  lighters,  and  turned 
around  and  took  receipts  from  the  ship. 

Q.  So  you  say  cases  were  delivered  directly  on  the  ship  without  being 
first  deposited  on  the  pier! — A.  Yes,  sir,  in  many  cases j  the  greatest 
part  of  the  freight  was  so  delivered. 

Q.  In  the  greater  number  of  cases  ? — A.  Y"es,  sir.  Some  of  the  freight 
was  carried  to  the  piers  from  the  steamboat  lines  and  railroads  coming 
from  a  distance.  1  do  not  know  where  they  come  from,  only  by^  hear- 
say. 

Q.  You  attended,  then,  to  the  receiving  of  those  cases  and  to  the  de- 
livery on  the  ships  ? — A.  3Ir.  Starbuck  did  that.  My  business  was  to 
run  and  hurry  up  the  freight;  to  go  from  office  to  office,  and  to  ditterent 
arms-houses  and  hurry  along  the  freight.  Mr.  Chauviteaux  had  chart- 
ered these  steamers,  an<l  there  were  so  many  lay-days,  and  at  the  expi- 
ration of  that  time  he  was  to  pay  £300  a  day.  I  was  to  hurry  up  the 
freight  so  as  to  save  the  demurrage. 

Q.  You  say  Mr.  Chauviteaux  had  chartered  the  steamers  Eric  and 
Ontario  1? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  what  purpose! — A.  To  take  arms  to  France. 

Q.  Do  yon  know,  or  have  you  any  reason  to  believe,  that  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Chauviteaux  had  chartered  those  steamers  was  known  to  officers 
connected  with  the  Ordnance  Department  f — A.  I  had  to  go  to  Colonel 
Crisj)in'8  office  to  hurry  up  freight.  I  went  up  there  frequently  to  in- 
quire about  freight,  and  I  am  very  sure  I  made  the  remark  that  we  would 
lose  the  demurrage  in  case  we  did  not  get  it.  I  showed  some  anxiety 
about  the  matter,  and  was  continually  running  and  hurrying  up  freight 
from  dillerent  arms-men. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  mention  to  him  the  fact  that  the  steamers  Ontario 
and  Erie  were  chartered  by  the  French  consul  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  1  have  no 
recollection  of  ever  speaking  to  Colonel  Crispin  but  once.  It  was  gen- 
erally done  through  one  of  the  clerks  up  there — Mr.  Egbert,  I  think. 

Q.  Do  you  have  any  reason  to  believe  that  he  knew  that  those 
steamers  were  chartered  by  the  French  consul  1 — A.  I  have  not  anything 
that  would  be  what  I  should  consider  legal  testimony.  It  was  known 
all  over  among  the  shipping  men,  known  all  over  the  wharf,  and  known 
to  every  one  that  the  steamers  were  bound  to  France,  and  were  Ciirry- 
ing  arms. 

Q.  Were  also  arms  d(^livered  in  the  same  manner  on  board  the  re<?u- 
lar  French  line  from  pier  Xo.  50  * — A.  The  lighters  there  delivereii  at 


SALE    OF    ARMS    BY    ORDNANCE    DEPARTMENT.  277 

the  wharf  ill  some  cases.  In  some  cases  I  have  seen  lighters  alongside 
the  ship,  and  they  hoisted  the  gnns  right  on  board  from  the  lighter  into 
the  ship  without  being  on  the  wharf. 

Q.  The  French  Transatlantic  Steamship  Company? — A.  Yes,  sir;  but 
the  greater  part  was  carted  to  the  wharf  and  put  on  there — many  cases. 

Q.  What  were  those  cases  containing  arms  and  ordnance  stores 
marked  when  they  arived  there  ? — A.  A  great  many,  "  E.  F." 

if.  Were  marked  "  R,  F."  when  they  arrived  there  ! — A.  That  I  can- 
not say,  because  Mr.  Starbuck  was  left  on  the  wharf  and  on  board  the 
ship,  and  my  time  was  taken  up  in  going  from  office  to  office  and  hurry- 
ing up  freight.  Mr.  Starbuck  would  keep  records  of  the  freight,  and  I 
would  go  ^lown  and  take  memoranda  from  him  stating  how  much  had 
gone  on  board.  I  would  also  get  permits  from  Mr.  Chauviteaux,  and  he 
»gned  them. 

Q.  Did  you  see  them  with  the  mark  "II.  F."  on  them  before  they  got 
on  board  the  steamers! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  saw  them  with  the  mark  "  li,  F." 
on  while  they  were  on  the  lighters. 

Q.  Did  you  see  whether  they  were  marked  on  the  lighters  "R.  F.f — 
A.  My  recollection  only  runs  that  I  noticed  clerks  marking  them  on  the 
Hghters. 

Q.  So  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  saw  them  with  the  mark 
"K.  F."  on  going  on  the  steamers f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Directly  from  the  lighters? — A.  Yes,  sir;  directly  from  the  lighters. 

Q.  How  was  the  receipting  done  for  the  delivery  of  the  goods? — A. 
As  soon  as  the  lighter  was  discharged,  Mr.  Starbuck  would  give  a  re- 
ceipt to  the  lighter,  and  then  he  would  turA  and  get  a  receipt  from  the 
ship's  clerk  in  the  name  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons. 

Q.  Did  he  give  a  receipt  also  to  the  person  connected  with  the  Ord- 
nance Bureau  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  one  having  charge  of  the  lighters  that 
was  down  there. 

Q.  Who  was  that? — A.  Riley,  they  called  him.  He  was  introduced 
to  ine  as  Riley — Hugh  Riley,  I  think.    He  was  generally  called  Riley. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Starbuck  give  these  receipts  from  the  very  beginning  ? — 
A.  As  far  a^  I  know,  he  did.  He  was  not  there  at  the  beginning.  They 
had  a  young  man  named  Matthews  tirst.  I  would  go  down  and  would 
not  find  bim  there.  A  great  deal  of  the  time  he  would  be  off  some- 
wheres.  He  did  not  attend  to  his  business,  and  I  went  to  Mr.  Chauvi- 
teaux and  advised  that  he  be  discharged.  Mr.  Chauviteaux  authorized 
me  to  discharge  him,  and  then  I  got  Mr.  Starbuck. 

Q.  For  whom  did  Mr.  Matthews  receipt? — A.  That  I  can  hardly  say. 
NVhen  I  went  there  I  found  him  there.  Mr.  Chauviteaux  had  employed 
him  a  few  days  before  I  came.  He  was  only  there  a  few  days  after  I 
came  to  the  ship. 

Q.  Did  he  receipt  for  all  the  ordnance  stores  that  arrived  there  ? — 
A.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  for  whom  Mr.  Starbuck  receipted  f — A.  He  was  to  re- 
oeipt  for  all  parties  concerned  ;  at  least  for  E.  Remington  &  Sons;  that 
is  as  far  as  I  know,  of  my  own  knowledge.  I  know  he  receipted  for  E. 
Kemington  &  Sons,  and  I  supposed  (in  fact,  he  told  me  himself)  that  he 
receipted  for  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  but  that  I  do  not  know  personally, 
because  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co. 

Q.  You  say  he  told  you  so  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  also  whether  he  receipted  for  Thomas  Richardson  f — 
A.  I  do  not.  That  was  after  ray  connection  with  the  joint  parties  ceased — 
the  31st  of  December.    I  was  employed  then  only  by  Mr.  (Chauviteaux. 

Q.  Until  the  31st  of  December  !— A.  From  the  2.jth  of  October  until 
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tlie  31st  of  December  I  was  employed  Jointly  by  Mr.  Clmuviteaux  and 
Colonel  Squire,  representing  E.  lleminj^ton  &  Sons.  After  the  31st  of 
December  1  bad  nothing  to  do  with  E.  Kemington  &  Sons. 

Q.  Did  you  carry  a  letter  from  Mr.  Squire  to  Colonel  Crispin  about 
this  matter  of  receipting  for  goods  or  the  matter  of  delivery  f — A.  As 
near  as  I  can  recollect,  yes.    1  am  sure  of  it. 

Q,  Do  you  know  what  it  contained  ? — A.  I  do  not ;  I  did  not  see  it. 
I  spoke  about  the  fact  that  the  men  in  charge  would  not  recognize  Star- 
buck  in  any  way  unless  they  had  authority. 

Q.  What  men  in  charge? — A.  This  Kiley  and  those  men  down  there 
that  discharged  the  lighters. 

Q.  Would  not  recognize  ^Ir.  Starbuck  as  authorized  to  do  what? — A. 
As  authorized  to  receipt  for  the  arms. 

Q.  And  after  you  had  carried  that  letter,  Mr.  Starbuck  was  recog- 
nized ;  is  that  the  understanding  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  I  understand  you  to  say — and  if  I  am  wrong  you  will  correct 
me — that  there  was  some  difficulty  about  Mr.  Starbuck's  being  recog- 
nized by  the  employ^  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  delivering  the  arms;  that 
you  carried  a  letter  from  Colonel  Squire  to  Colonel  Crispin,  and  that  af- 
terward Mr.  Starbuck  was  recognized  ;  is  that  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is 
just  it. 

Q.  About  what  period  was  that  letter  carried  ? — A.  While  tbey  were 
loading  the  Erie  and  Ontario. 

Q.  Give  us  about  the  time. — A.  1  cannot;  it  was  some  time  in  No- 
vember, 1870,  1  think. 

Q.  Do  you  know  from  whmn  Mr.  Starbuck  received  his  instructions  as 
to  for  whom  he  should  sign,  whether  for  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  or  whether 
for  E.  Eemington  &  Sons  ? — A.  As  far  as  E.  Remington  &  Sons  were  con- 
cerned, from  me.  I  employed  him  by  Mr.  Chauviteaux's  authority  and 
orders,  and  I  spoke  to  Colonel  Squire,  I  think,  and  it  was  understood 
that  when  he  was  employed  he  should  be  down  there  and  sign  for  E. 
liemington  &  Sons  to  the  Government  for  the  goods. 

Q.  Do  you  know  from  whom  ho  received  instructions  as  to  signing 
for  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  saw  Mr.  Hugh  liiley  there? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  he  doing  there  ? — A.  Checking  freight. 

(i.  Keeping  tallies  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  do  so  on  board  the  lighters  or  on  board  the  ships  ! — A.  On 
board  the  ships. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him. frequently  on  board  the  ships  doing  that? — A. 
Every  time  I  weijt  on  board ;  two  or  three  times  a  day  I  generally 
went  on  board. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  he  received  those  receii)ts  from  Starbuck  ? — 
A.  On  board  the  ship  or  on  the  wharf;  wherever  they  might  both  hap- 
pen to  be  whenever  they  got  through  with  the  freight. 

By  the  CnAiRMAN : 

Q.  Ilave  yourself  and  Mr.  Starbuck  and  Mr.  Prentiss,  any  two  of  you, 
or  all  three  together,  had  interviews  in  reference  to  this  matter  within 
the  last  month? — A.  Mr.  Prentiss  came  to  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Gra- 
ham's. Mr.  llartlev  has  an  interest  in  a  steamer  of  which  Mr.  Prentii^s 
is  captain.  Mr.  Church  had  requested  him  to  ask  me  to  call  down  at  the 
office,  which  I  did.  Tlie  next  thing  1  knew  was  thj>t  on  Saturday  he 
came  in  and  told  me  he  had  been  subpa?naed.  That  was  at  No.  ID 
Maiden  Lane — Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham's. 
•Q.  You  and  Mr.  Prentiss  were  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Who  else  were  present? — A.  i^^o  one,  except  the  clerks  of  the 
house,  and  Mr.  Hartley  was  there. 

Q,  Have  yon  had  any  interview  with  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  in 
New  York? — A.  I  met  him  at  Mr.  Chauviteaux's  office  two  weeks  ago. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 
Q.  Can  yon  give  the  precise  date? — A.  I  cannot. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  was  present  at  that  time? — A.  Mr.  Church,  myself,  this 
French  gentleman,  and  Mr.  Starbuck  were  there. 

Q.  What  took  place  at  the  interview  between  you  and  Chambrun  ? — 
A.  Mr.  Ckiirch  asked  me  to  give  a  description  of  how  the  shipping  of 
these  arms  was  done. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 
Q.  Who  asked  youj  Mr.  Church  ? — A.  Mr.  Church  asked  me. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Church  ? — A.  Mr.  Chauvit<^aux's  book-keeper. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  conversation  had  you  with  Chambrun  at  that  interview  ? — 
A.  He  asked  me  several  questions  about  the  shipping  of  arms. 

Q,  He  appeared  to  be  interested  in  the  matter,  and  wanted  to  know 
what  you  would  testify  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  or  not  an  interview  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Chambrun  what  he  could  learn  ?  Was  not  that  the 
object  ? — A.  He  did  not  state  what  his  object  was  at  all. 

Q.  He  put  questions  to  yon  for  the  pttr{>ose  of  ascertaining  what  you 
(lid  know  f — A.  Y^es,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  invited  there  for  that  purpose  ? — A.  I  suppose  so.  Mr. 
Chiu-ch  sent  up  to  the  office  and  asked  me  to  come  down. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Whom  do  you  say  you  were  employed  by  from  October  to  Decem- 
ber, 1870  ? — A.  I  was  jomtly  employed  by  Colonel  Squire  for  E.  liem- 
ington  &  Sons  and  Mr.  Chauviteaux. 

Q.  Nobody  else  f — A.  No,  sir.    Each  paid  one-half  my  salary. 

Q.  Mr.  Riley  has  testified,  as  1  understand,  that  he  never  went  on  board 
the  ship  except  on  one  occasion,  when  there  was  a  dispute  as  to  four 
boxes  of  goods.  Do  you  say  that  you  have  seen  him  repeatedly  on 
board  those  ships  f— A.  The  one  that  I  understood  was  Mr.  Riley. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say,  a  few  minutes  ago,  that  almost  every  time 
Tou  went  on  a  ship  you  saw  Mr.  Riley. — A.  The  one  I  supposed  was 
Mr.  Riley.  If  Mr.  Riley  was  here,  and  I  could  see  him,  I  could  tell 
better  the  party  I  refer  to. 

Q.  How  many  times  did  you  see  him  on  board  the  ship? — A.  The 
party  that  I  supposed  was  Mr.  Riley,  and  understood  all  the  time  was 
^[r.  Riley,  I  saw  three  or  four  times  a  day. 

Q.  For  how  many  days  ? — A.  During  the  whole  time  the  ships  were 
there. 

Q.  How  long  was  that  ? — A.  Some  thirteen  or  fourteen  days,  the  first 
ship. 

Q.  What  ship  was  it? — A.  The  Ontario. 
Q.  What  month  was  it? — A.  In  November,  1870. 
Q.  And  you  saw  Mr.  Riley  there  three  or  four  times  a  day  forfourteeen 
days  ? — I  saw  the  person  1  supposed  was  Mr.  Riley. 
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B3'  Mr.  ScHURz : 

Q.  ITow  did  that  person  look  whom  yoa  took  for  Mr.  Riley  and  sup- 
posed to  be  Mr.  Riley  ? — A.  He  was  a  short,  round  man,  wore  a  pea- 
jaeket,  and  had  a  black  moustache.  He  was  the  one  who  took  the 
receipts  from  Mr.  Starbuck.  He  is  the  one  that  1  always  supposed  was 
Mr.  Riley. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  him  called  Mr.  Riley  ? — A.  I  am  quite  sure  that  I 
did. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  You  say  he  had  a  black  moustache? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I,  of  course,  had 
no  communication  in  relation  to  the  business  with  those  men  directly. 
I  went  down  just  to  see  how  the  freight  was  getting  along,  and  I  would 
go  back  to  the  office  and  report.  Mr.  Starbuck  took  and  gave  the  re- 
ceipts, and  they  all  went  to  him  for  receipts.  That  is  to  say,  the 
ordnance  men  took  their  receipts  from  Mr.  Starbuck,  and  he  took  his 
receipts  from  the  ship,  in  the  name  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons.  4 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  do  you  remember  to  have  seen  this  Mr.  Riley,  assuming 
that  the  man  you  supposed  to  be  him  was  Riley,  do  on  board  the  ship 
Ontario! — A.  Sit  there  and  take  freight  in.  There  were  half  a  dozen 
of  them  sitting  there. 

Q.  And  this  man  Riley,  or  the  man  you  supposed  to  be  Riley,  was 
always  there  when  you  were  there — three  or  four  times  a  day  for  thir- 
teen or  fourteen  dajs? — A.  Yes;  I  cannot  say  for  thirteen  or  fourteen 
days,  but  during  the  time  the  Government  freight  was  being  delivered. 

Q.  That  I  understood  to  be  thirteen  or  fonrteen  days! — A.  Yes,  sir; 
on  Sundays,  in  some  cases,  they  did  not  work. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  You  were  on  the  vessel  every  day  yourself? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  remain  on  board  the  vessel  when  you  went 
there! — A.  Rarely  more  than  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty  minutes.  I  would 
go  on  board  and  see  how  freight  was  going  on  and  go  up  to  Mr.  Chau- 
viteaux's  to  report,  and  then  go  to  Pond's  and  the  other  men  that  were 
delivering  freight,  to  hurry  it  up. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  you  never  saw  the  marks  '^  R.  F.''  put  on 
the  boxes! — A.  I  did  in  the  lighters; 

Q.  You  saw  the  marks  put  on  in  the  lighters  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  put  them  on  ? — A,  There  were  men  doing  it — clerks. 

Q.  What  men  and  what  clerks  ? — A.  Some  of  the  lightermen  there 
would  lend  a  hand,  and  the  house  I  am  with  now,  Schuyler,  Hartley  & 
Graham,  had  clerks  there  with  stencils  marking  "  R.  F,*'  in  a  diamond, 
and  "  R.  F.''  plain, 

Q.  That  was  done  on  the  lighters  going  to  the  steamers  ? — A.  That 
was  done  on  the  lighters  alongside  the  ship,  just  before  they  put  the 
cases  in  the  sling  to  take  them  aboard. 

Q.  How  manv  lighters  do  vou  know  went  directlv  to  the  trausat- 
Ian  tic  steamer  without  being  landed  at  the  pier! — A.  I  do  not  know 
how  many.    1  know  that  I  saw  several. 

Q.  How  many  ! — A.  I  recollect  one  Sunday  going  down  to  see  how 
the  freight  was  getting  along,  and  there  were  lighters  alongside  and  on 
the  outside  of  the  shi]).  The  ship  was  between  the  lighters  and  the 
piers. 
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Q.  Do  you  know  who  was  in  command  of  tbe  lijifbter — whose  lij^hter 
it  was? — A.  I  do  not  know  who  had  command  of  them.  1  know  they 
were  all  Shea's  lighters — the  same  lighters  that  came  down  to  us. 

Q.  Did  vou  see  that  on  more  than  one  day  ? — A.  1  am  very  sure  I 
did. 

Q.  How  many  days  ? — A.  1  could  not  tell. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  say  it  was  a  common  occurrence  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  days  do  you  think  you  saw  it  ? — A.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  ice  alongside  the  wharf,  and  in  some  cases  a  steamboat  lying 
on  the  other  side,  and  they  could  work  the  ship  better  by  taking  the 
lighter  right  alongside  and  hoisting  on  board,  and  then  in  a  great  many 
cases  they  jjimmed  the  lighter  right  into  the  head  of  the  dock,  and  then 
took  the  freight  off  and  trucked  it  right  across  the  dock  into  the  ship. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  On  the  Sunday  you  speak  of,  did  they  discharge  the  arms  from  the 
lighters  into  the  ship  f — A.  They  were  taken  on  board. 

Bv  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  had  been  on  the  wharf  or  not! — A.  I 
do  not. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  But  yoif  saw  them  taken  from  the  lighters  into  the  ship? — A.  Yes, 

sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 

Q.  But  you  do  not  kno\^  whether  they  had  been  first  tixken  to  the 
wharf,  and  from  the  wharf  put  on  board  the  lighters  and  taken  to  the 
ship? — A.  I  do  not  know  that. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  Would  there  have  been  any  reason  to  take  the  arms  from  the  wharf 
into  the  lighters,  and  then  from  the  lighters  into  the  ship  ? — A.  If  they 
were  taken  from  the  wharf  and  put  into  the  lighter,  and  then  to  go  to 
the  ship,  they  would  be  taken  around  the  ship ;  whereas,  when  they  were 
once  on  the  wharf,  they  could  be  run  right  on  board  the  ship,  on  the 
^ang-plank. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  But  the  fact  is  that  you  do  not  know,  as  I  understand,  whether  that 
was  done  or  not  i — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  What  day,  as  near  as  you  can  fix  it,  was  the  interview  in  I^ew 
York  between  Marquis  do  Chambrun  and  you  f — A.  Between  two  and 
three  weeks  ago. 

Q.  Whom  did  you  say  was  present;  yourself  and  the  marquis? — A. 
Mr.  Starbuck  also. 

Q.  Mr.  Church  i — A.  Mr.  Church. 

Q.  Anybody  else  f — A.  No,  sir ;  we  four. 

Q.  The  interview  was  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what  you  would 
swear  to  in  regard  to  the  delivery  of  these  arms,  was  it? — A.  I  sup- 
iwse  so.    I  could  not  swear  that  it  was. 

Q.  It  looked  like  it  f — A.  I  may  suppose  so,  but  I  cjuinot  legally 
swear  that  it  was. 

By  the  Chair3IAN  : 
Q.  They  put  questions  to  30U  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what 
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you  could  testify  to  ?  They  inquired  of  you  what  you  knew,  did  they  ?— 
A.  They  put  these  questions  to  me,  and  asked  me  about  the  shipping. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  other  object  in  your  being  sent  for  than 
that? — A.  No.  ^[r.  Church  sent  for  me,  and  tohl  me  that  he  would  hke 
to  have  me  tell  this  gentleman  how  the  shipping  went  on,  and  I  told 
him. 

Q.  You  were  informed  at  that  time  that  there  was  to  be  an  investi^;:.!- 
tion  here  in  Washington  in  regard  to  the  matter? — A.  I  knew  it  from 
the  public  papers. 

Q.  Was  it  after  this  investigation  had  been  ordered? — A.  That  I  do 
not  know.  I  knew  there  was  one  committee  of  the  House  to  meet ;  so 
I  read. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  this  before  the  resolution  passed  instituting  this  committee  ?— 
A.  1  do  not  recollect  reading  when  this  was.  I  recollect  first  that  there 
was  an  investigation  ordered,  and  then  I  saw  that  the  committee  had 
met,  and  afterward  learned  that  there  were  two  committees,  one  of  eJich 
House. 

Q.  Run  your  mind  back  and  see  if  you  can  fix  the  precise  day  when 
this  interview  took  place. — A.  I  cannot. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q,  Have  you  no  means  by  which  you  can  tell  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  It  was  not  last  week  ? — A.  No,  sir.        • 

Q.  Was  it  the  week  before? — A.  I  think  it  was  between  two  and 
three  weeks  ago.    That  is  as  near  as  I  can  recollect. 

Q.  Could  it  not  have  been  as  long  ago  as  three  weeks  ? — A.  As  near 
as  my  recollection  serves  me,  it  was  between  two  and  three  weeks. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Can  you  tell  what  day  of  the  week  it  was  ? — A.  I  cannot. 
Q.  Have  you  no  means  at  home  which  would  enable  you  to  fix  the 
day? — A.  No,  sir;  I  took  no  notes. 


W^ASHINGTON,  March  25,  1872. 
J.  T.  Prentiss  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Question,  What  was  your  occupation  in  1870  ? — Answer,  I  was  chief 
officer  of  the  steamer  Ontario.  I  went  on  board  as  second  officer,  but  the 
chief  officer  went  away,  and  I  was  chief  officer  then, 

Q.  Were  you  chief  officer  of  the  steamer  Ontario  during  the  French 
German  war  when  arms  were  being  shipped  from  this  country? — A.  I 
was  on  board  of  her  while  she  was  taking  in  these  arms  in  November, 
1870. 

Q.  Were  you  knowing  of  the  fact  that  the  steamer  Ontario  was  chart- 
ered by  the  French  consul? — A.  It  was  generally  rumored.  I  only 
knew  it  from  the  clerks  around.  My  business  was  general  supervision 
of  the  ship. 

Q.  You  say  it  was  generally  known  there? — A.  It  was  understood 
that  she  was  chartered. 
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Q.  In  what  way  were  eases  of  arras  and  ordnance  stores  transferred 
from  the  lighters  to  the  ship  ? — A.  They  were  taken  right  from  the  ship's 
tackles  out  of  the  lighters;  at  other  times  carted  down  on  the  docks; 
and  at  times  the  lighters  came  alongside,  and,  other  lighters  being  busy 
at  the  ship's  side,  they  were  taken  to  the  other  side  of  the  dock,  and 
lauded  on  the  dock. 

Q.  Sometimes  they  were  taken  directly  from  the  lighters  on  board 
the  ship  f — A.  In  many  instances — I  cannot  recollect  how  many — but  I 
should  think  nearly  half  the  cargo  was  taken  in  from  the  lighters;  but 
I  made  no  notes  at  the  time.  I  know  it  was  going  on  on  both  sides  in 
a  hurried  manner. 

Q.  Did  j'ou  receive  arms  on  board  the  ship  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  there  when  they  were  put  on  board? — A.  Yes,  sir;  my 
business  was  general  supervision  of  the  ship  altogether ;  to  see  that 
places  were  made  for  the  arms. 

Q.  How  were  the  boxes  marked  when  they  arrived  on  board  the  ship  ? 
—A.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  "  li.  F."  or  ''  F.  R.,"  in  a  diamond, 
and  Colonel  or  Captain  Crispin.  I  know  it  was  a  Government  officer, 
whether  colonel  or  captain  I  cannot  tell;  or  whether  it  was  United 
States  or  Ordnance  I  do  not  recollect;  but  the  name  of  some  United 
States  officer  was  on  the  boxes. 

Q.  You  recollect  to  have  seen  the  name  "Crispin"  on  them  f — A.  Yes, 
sir.  ♦ 

Q.  And  "R.  F.!"— A.  Y^es,  sir. 

Q.  When  they  arrived  on  board  ship  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Starbuckf — A.  Y^'es,  sir. 

Q,  Do  you  know  in  what  way  he  was  employed  there ? — A.  I  know 
that  he  was  a  clerk,  but  for  whom  I  did  not  know.  I  did  not  know 
whom  he  was  employed  by.  There  were  a  great  many  clerks  around. 
Mr.  Starbuck  I  knew  at  that  time.  That  was  the  first  time  I  did  know 
him.  Very  likely  Mr.  Littlejohn  gave  me  an  introduction,  but  that  I 
do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  Mr.  Starbuck  was  doing  there  ? — A.  Tak- 
ing receipts,  as  near  as  I  know ;  that  seemed  to  be  his  business. 

Q.  Do  j'ou  know  Mr.  Riley  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  any  gentle- 
man by  that  name.  Probably,  if  there  was  a  gentleman  by  that  name 
on  board  that  ship,  if  I  could  put  my  eye  on  him,  I  would  know  him. 

Q.  Mr.  Riley  is  right  back  of  you.  Look  at  him. — A.  I  have  seen 
the  gentleman,  but  I  cannot  tell  where  I  have  seen  him. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  you  ever  saw  him  on  that  ship  or  not! — 
A.  That  1  cannot  tell.  I  have  seen  the  gentlemjin.  He  will  know 
whether  he  ever  saw  me  on  the  ship  or  dock,  or  not,  probably.  I  recol- 
lect a  man's  face  a  long  time. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  ever  having  seen  him  on  that  ship  ? — A.  I  can- 
not recollect  having  seen  him  on  the  ship  or  on  the  dock.  I  recollect 
having  seen  him  somewhere. 

By  the  CnAiR:nAN : 

Q.  If  he  had  been  very  actively  engaged  during  all  the  time  that  ves- 
sel was  loading,  would  you  not  have  recollected  himf — A.  If  he  had 
been  the  only  clerk,  I  should,  no  doubt,  recollect  him. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter*: 
Q.  If  he  had  been  there  almost  all  the  time  for  thirteen  or  fourteen 
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days,  do  you  not  think  you  would  have  recollected  him  ? — A.  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  would  or  not. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Were  there  a  great  many  clerks  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  a  good  many. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  saw  Mr.  Kiley  among  tbem— tbe 
gentleman  now  here,  to  whom  your  attention  has  been  called  ?— A.  I 
cannot  say  whether  I  saw  him  on  the  ship  or  on  the  dock. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Can  you  saj^  that  you  saw  him  there  at  all  f — A.  I  have  seentht' 
gentleman.  I  cannot  tell  where  I  have  seen  him.  I  recollect  his  face, 
but  I  cannot  tell  whether  I  saw  him  there  or  not. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.'Do  you  recollect  when  you  saw  him! — A.  That  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  Can  you  say  you  ever  saw  him  before  six  months  ago  ? — A.  No;  I 
cannot  tell  exactly.  I  sometimes  see  a  man,  meet  him  in  the  street, 
that  I  have  seen  somewhere,  and  I  can,  after  a  while,  locate  him.  It 
bothers  me,  but  I  finally  almost  always  place  him.  I  have  a  good  mem- 
ory of  faces. 

Q.  Do  you  generally  place  him  on  that  ship  Ontario  ? — A.  I  would 
not  be  surprised  but  that  it  will  bother  me  until  I  can  swear  that  1  saw 
him  on  board  the  ship. 

Q.  Do  you  think  that  in  a  week  from  this  time  you  would  be  able  to 
swear  that  he  was  on  the  ship  Ontario? — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  What  is  your  opinion  ! — A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  ever  place 
the  man  again ;  but  when  I  see  a  man^s  face  once  I  can  almost  ahrays 
recollect  him  afterward,  but  I  cannot  recollect  names. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  occasions  on  which  the  delivery  of  cases  of  arms 
from  lighters  to  the  ship  was  interruptc^d  b^'^  orders  from  the  Ordnance 
Bureau  f — A.  I  know  this :  that  sometimes  there  would  be  lighters  alouiJ- 
side  and  we  would  be  taking  goods  from  the  dock.  Of  course,  1  then 
wanted  to  know  the  reason  why  the  lighters  were  not  being  discharijeti. 
and  I  always  understood  from  the  lightermen  that  they  were  waiting  for 
orders. 

Q.  Did  they  tell  you  they  were  waiting  for  orders  from  the  Ordnance 
Bureau  f — A.  That  is  what  we  understood. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  suggest  that  that  is  rather  an  improper  way  to  lead 
the  witness. 

The  Witness.  I  did  not  know  where  the  goods  were  coming  from. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  know,  from  anything  they  said,  from  whom  that  order  vas 
coming  T — A.  Where  the  goods  came  from  I  did  not  know ;  but  where 
there  was  any  delay  in  discharging  the  lighters,  they  could  not  be  taken 
on  board  until  they  had  orders  from  either  the  Government  oflScers  or 
ordnance  officers;  I  do  not  know  which  it  was. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  hear  anything  said  about  that! — A.  Lightermen  generally 
said  that — the  people  who  had  charge  of  the  lighters. 

Q.  Said  what! — A.  That  the}'  were  waiting  for  orders. 

Q.  Orders  from  whom  f — A.  From  the  Ordnance  Department,  I  be 
lieve,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect. 
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By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  What  was  the  period  of  the  delays  that  the  lighters  would  wait 
for  orders  f — A.  Perhai)S  two  or  three  hours  sometimes.  I  caunot  tell 
exactly  how  long. 

Q.  Was  that  a  frequent  occurrence? — A.  No.  Sometimes  some  of 
those  lighters,  1  understood,  were  brought  there,  and  then  after  they 
had  lain  alongside  a  while,  they  would  be  taken  up  to  the  French  dock; 
that  is,  they  were  taken  away  from  there,  and  it  was  said  they  were 
taken  to  the  dock  of  the  French  steamers;  by  whoso  orders  1  do  not 
kuow. 

Bv  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  they  were  to  go  to  the  dock  of  the  French 
steamers? — A.  Xo;  I  only  knew  it  was  said  they  were  taken  there. 
The  lighters  were  lying  alongside  the  Ontario,  and  sometimes  a  tug 
would  take  them  away,  and  it  was  understood  (it  was  none  of  my  busi- 
ness to  follow  them)  that  they  went  to  the  French  steamers.  That  is 
all  I  know  about  the  delays,  and  the  reason  of  the  delays.  Whenever 
there  was  any  delay  in  taking  in  cargo,  of  course  I  wanted  to  know 
something  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  the  delay  occurred  in  consequence  of  orders 
from  the  Ordnance  Office  f — A.  I  know  that  is  what  was  understood 
at  the  time.    Who  told  me  that  I  cannot  sa^'. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  You  say  those  lighters  were  alongside  the  Oatiirio,  and  they  were 
taken  to  the  French  st<3amers  ? — A.  I  say  in  some  instances. 

Q.  Were  the  French  steamers  being  loaded  at  the  same  time  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

i}.  With  arms  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  TIow  did  you  know  that  they  went  to  French  steamers  ? — A.  I 
said  I  did  not  know.  It  was  said  they  were  taken  away  to  the  French 
steamers.  I  kuow  there  were  arms  put  on  board  the  French  steamers 
at  the  same  time  we  were  taking  them.  I  was  acquainted  with  one  of 
the  dock  clerks,  and  1  know  they  were  carrying  a  great  many  arms,  as 
well  as  on  the  Ontario  ;  in  fact,  I  heard  this  gentleman  say  that  during 
one  period  they  carried  little  else ;  they  could  not  get  any  other  freight ; 
there  was  no  other  freight.  On  account  of  the  war  and  war  risks  they 
carried  very  little  but  arms. 

By  Mr.  Caepenter  : 

Q.  Who  did  you  hear  make  that  remark  ? — A.  The  dock-clerk  of  the 
French  dock,  or  rather  the  dock  manager. 

(i.  What  is  his  name  I — A.  I  cannot  think  of  it  now.  I  will  tell  you 
pretty  soon. 

Q.  Is  he  still  in  New  Y'ork  ? — A.  I  think  he  is  on  that  dock  now.  I 
have  not  been  there  for  some  time,  but  I  think  he  is  on  that  dock  now. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  did  you  first  know  Mr.  Starbuck  ?— A.  On  board  the  Onta- 
rio, or  on  the  dock,  in  November,  when  the  vessel  was  loading. 

(}.  What  were  his  duties  there  ? — A.  Taking  receipts. 

Q.  How  frequently  was  he  there  t — A.  He  came  pretty  much  all  the 
time  when  there  was  any  freight  coming  on  board.  lie  was  there  a  good 
l>aitofthetime. 
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Q.  WheD  the  steamer  was  loaded  do  you  know  where  Starbuck  went  ? — 
A.  On  the  dock  and  on  board  the  ship. 

Q.  Was  he  one  of  the  crew  of  the  vessel  ? — A.  No ;  he  was  a  clerk,  I 
supposed,  from  some  office  5  what  office  I  did  not  know. 

Q.  After  he  had  performed  his  duties  there  in  loading  that  ship,  when 
did  you  next  see  him  ? — A.  I  next  saw  him — I  do  not  know  whether  it 
was  on  the  train,  last  night,  or  in  the  ferry-house ;  I  could  not  tell 
which. 

Q.  So  you  had  not  seen  him  from  the  time  of  his  closing  his  duties 
there  until  yesterday  f — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  even  know  who  he  was. 

•Q.  You  have  no  difficulty  in  recognizing  him  a«  having  been  there 
every  day  during  that  whole  loading  f — A.  I  know  him  because  he  is  a 
sea-faring  man ;  he  has  been  a  good  deal  at  sea ;  I  think  he  has  been 
purser  of  a  ship. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ: 

Q.  Was  he  introduced  to  you? — A.  lie  was  introduced  to  me. 

Q.  Did  you  frequently  converse  with  him  on  board? — A.  Yes,  sir; 
when  there  was  any  business  of  the  ship  to  talk  about.  I  talked  with 
him  on  the  dock  and  on  the  ship. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Could  you  remember  a  man's  face  particularly  from  the  fact  that 
he  had  been  on  shipboard,  or  a  sea-faring  man? — A.  I  cannot  say  that  I 
would  recollect  a  sea-faring  man;  but  having  an  introduction  to  him  and 
talked  with  him,  I  would  recollect  him  better. 

Q.  I  understand  you  hjid  not  seen  Mr.  Starbuck  from  the  time  that 
the  ship  was  loaded  until  last  night? — A.  That  you  understand. 

Q.  And  3'ou  had  not  the  slightest  difficulty  in  knowing  that  he  was 
the  man  you  saw  on  board  the  ship? — A.  None  at  all. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  cannot  state  positively  that  yon 
ever  saw  Mr.  Eiley  on  that  ship  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  whether  I  saw  him 
on  the  ship  or  on  the  dock. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  you  cannot  tell  whether  you  saw  him  on 
the  dock? — A.*  I  saw  him  somewhere. 

Q.  Can  you  swear  that  you  ever  saw  him  on  a  dock  or  pier  ? — A.  I 
cannot. 

Q.  Can  you  swear  that  you  ever  saw  him  six  months  ago  ? — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Can  you  swear  that  you  ever  saw  him  three  months  ago,or  where  ? — 
A.  1  could  not  swear  when  I  saw  l^im  or  where  I  saw  him. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Who  commanded  these  light^jrs  alongside  the  ship  ? — A.  We  sup- 
pose the  lighters  are  in  charge  of  the  lightermen. 

Q.  Who  were  the  lightermen  ?  Do  you  remember  the  names  of  any 
of  the  lightermen  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  designate  or  recall  to  your  recollection  any  single 
person  on  lighters  that  you  heard  say  they  were  waiting  for  orders 
from  the  Ordnance  Bureau  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  could  not  recollect. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  anybody  tell  you  that,  or  was  that  merely  your  supposition  at 
the  time? — A.  It  was  not  my  supi)osition. 

Q.  Somebody  told  you  so  ? — A.  Somebody  told  me. 

Q.  But  you  do  not  know  who  ? — A.  It  may  have  been  the  stevedore  on 
the  shii),  possibly. 
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Q.  You  have  no  recollectiou  who  it  was  ! — A.  I  cannot  recollect  who 

it  was. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Bat  you  have  a  distinct  remembrance  that  they  did  wait  two  or 
three  hours  alongside  without  unloiuling? — A.  I  cannot  state  the  time. 
Many  times  there  were  lighters  alongside  when  there  was  delay. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  that  occur  many  times? — A.  I  cannot  say  how  often;  I  do  not 
recollect. 

Q.  You  can  recollect  whether  it  occurred  several  times,  or  whether  it 
was  a  single  instance! — A.  I  should  say,  as  near  as  I  could  recollect,  it 
occurred  several  times. 

Q.  You  understood  the  lighters  were  waiting  there  to  get  orders  from 
the  Ordnance  Department  or  some  ordnance  officer,  to  allow  them  to 
discharge  on  board  the  steamers! — A.  Yes,  sir;  ordnance  or  United 
States  authorities,  or  something  of  that  kind. 

Q.  But  you  have  no  recollection  who  told  you  so! — A.  No,  sir;  it 
might  have  been  the  stevedore;  more  than  i)robable  it  was,  but  still  I 
do  not  know. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  met  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where! — A.  I  was  sent  for  by  Mr.  Littlejohn. 

Q.  When  and  where ! — A.  I  should  think  it  was  some  three  weeks 
ago. 

Q.  You  were  sent  for  to  go  where ! — A.  To  No.  2  Bowling  Green  or 
Broadway,  1  think ;  I  do  not  know  which. 

Q.  Did  yon  see  the  marquis  there! — A.  The  gentleman  I  supposed  to 
be  him. 

Q.  Whose  office  was  that ! — A.  Chauviteaux's. 

Q.  What  did  he  want  with  you ! — A.  He  asked  me  what  i)osition  I 
held  on  board  the  vessel. 

Q.  W^hat  else  did  he  want  to  know  ! — A.  He  wanted  to  know  how  the 
arms  went  on  board. 

Q.  Tell  all  the  interview  in  your  own  way. — A.  It  was  a  very  short 
interview. 

Q.  You  can  tell  it  in  a  short  time  then  ? — A.  He  wanted  to  know  what 
position  I  held,  how  long  I  was  there,  and  how  the  arms  came  on  board 
the  ship. 

Q.  And  you  told  him  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  say  what  he  wanted  to  know  for ! — A.  He  did  not  tell  me 
that. 

Q.  Did  you  know  at  that  time  that  there  was  an  investigation  of  that 
question  going  on  here  in  Washington  ! — A.  I  knew  there  was  an  in- 
vestigation about  arms.  I  did  not  know  what  it  meant,  or  anything 
about  it. 

Q.  You  knew  that  at  that  time! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  the  marquis  wanted  to  know  what  you 
knew  about  it,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether  to  call  you  in 
this  investigation  ! — A.  I  did  not  know  anything  about  that ;  I  sup- 
posed so  afterward. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q..  Was  not  the  proposed  investigation  here  referredlo  in  your  conver- 
sation! Was  it  not  stated  that  there  was  an  investigation  going  on 
about  it! — A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  anything  of  the  kind  was  said. 
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By  Mr.  CARrENTER : 

Q.  What  other  persons  were  present  at  the  same  time  f — A.  There  was 
no  one  in  the  office  that  I  knew,  except  Mr.  Chauviteaux,  by  sight.  It 
was  the  first  time  I  spoke  to  him.  I  had  no  business  at  the  office  when 
Mr.  Chauviteaux  was  on  board.  One  or  two  other  gentlemen  were  there. 
Very  likely  I  had  an  introduction  to  Mr.  Church ;  I  did  not  know  Mr. 
Chauviteaux.  I  knew  who  he  was  as  soon  as  I  saw  him,  because  I  had 
seen  him  before,  but  never  luul  had  any  conversation  with  him. 

By  Mr.  A]MES  : 
Q.  When  did  this  occur  ? — A.  I  should  think  between  two  and  three 
weeks  ago.    I  might  possibly  recollect  the  day. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
(J.  Fix  the  day  if  you  can. — A,  I  cannot  do  it. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  at  home  by  which  you  could  tell  ! — A.  I  do 
not  know  but  I  might  possibly.  Hardly,  either,  because  I  made  no  note 
of  it.  Still  I  might.  My  wife  might  tell  me  when  1  came  home.  If  she 
does  not  recollect  the  day,  I  have  no  means  of  fixing  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  time  was  it  that  the  ship  Ontario  was  laden  ! — A.  In  No- 
vember, 1870. 

Q.  Wliat  time  in  Xovember? — A.  I  think  we  were  from  three  to  four 
weeks  taking  the  load  on.  It  might  have  been  a  little  less  than  three 
weeks  ;  I  will  not  be  certain. 

Q.  What  time  in  November  did  you  commence  loading  ? — A.  That  I 
could  not  tell.  1  might,  possibly,  by  overhauling  some  of  my  papers, 
find  out. 

Q.  What  time  did  you  complete  the  loading  of  the  vessel  t — A.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  was  the  last  week  in  November  or  the  first  weekiii 
December.    I  can  find  that  out. 

Q.  Do  you  now  recollect  when  the  vessel  sailed! — A.*!No,  sir;  I  do 
not  recollect  the  date  she  sailed,  but  that  I  could  find  out. 

Q.  Was  the  harbor  at  all  obstructed  with  ice  during  the  loading  of 
that  vessel  in  November  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  there  was  a  good  deal  of  ice 
there  ;  it  was  pretty  cold  weather. 

Q.  So  as  to  interrupt  the  loading  in  any  way  ? — A.  I  do  not  know- 
that  it  interrupted  the  loading.  I  cannot  say  that  it  did.  I  do  not 
recollect  that  the  ice  interrupted  the  loading ;  it  went  on  pretty  lively, 
Sundays  and  all. 


Washington,  March  25,  1S72. 
WiLLiAH  J.  Littlejohn  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

(Juestion.  You  have  seen  Hugh  Kiley  here  since  you  were  examined 
before,  and  see  him  now  f — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  the  man  ? — A.  That  is  the  party  referred  to,  and  who  I 
supposed  was  Mr.  liiley. 

Q.  You  say  you  saw  that  man  on  the  ship  Ontario  as  often  as  yoi: 
went  there,  which  was  three  or  four  times  a  day  for  all  the  time  that 
ship  was  loading? — A.  As  near  as  my  recollection  serves  me,  yes,  sir. 
I  looked  upon  him  as  having  charge  of  all  the  lighter  business;  and  he 
used  to  go  to  Mr.  Starbuck  about  receipts.  If  there  wa«  anything  wrong 
in  them,  he  was  the  man  to  straighten  them  out  with  Mr.  Starbuck. 
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Q.  Do  you  recollect  more  than  one  occasion  when  there  was  any- 
thing wrong  abont  receipts? — A.  No,  sir;  only  once  in  a  while. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  one  particular  occasion  when  there  was  a  mis- 
take of  four  boxes  I — A.  Only  the  hearsay  of  Mr.  Stfirbuck ;  because 
Mr.  Starbuck  used  to  report  to  me  every  time  I  would  go  down. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  an  occasion  when  there  was  such  a  mistake,  as 
reported  to  you  by  Mr.  Starbuck  ? — A.  I  do. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  upon  that  occasion  Mr.  Riley  went  there  to 
examine  f — A.  That  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  And  you  still  think  you  saw  him  there  three  or  four  times  a  day? 
—A.  I  do. 

Q.  Daily,  for  thirteen  or  fourteen  days  t — A.  During  the  time  the 
sbip  was  loading.  Fourteen  days  was  the  usual  lay-day ;  and,  therefore, 
when  I  say  the  ship  was  loading,  1  supposed  she  was  loadirg  up  to  the 
fnll  time  allowed  by  her  charter. 

By  Mr.  A3IES : 

Q.  The  witness  preceding  you  said  three  or  four  weeks  ? — A.  She  did 
not  lay  there  three  or  four  weeks. 

By  yiv.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  How  long  did  she  lay! — A.  Her  lay-days  were  fourteen  or  fifteen 
<lays,  and  she  just  saved  her  time  without  paying  demurrage. 

By  Mr.  SciruRZ : 

Q.  Is  there  any  record  to  show  how  long  she  lay  ? — A.  The  charter- 
jjarry  of  the  ship  will  show  the  day  she  was  put  on  the  berth  to  load. 
It  is  fifteen  months  since  then,  and  as  far  as  the  dates  are  concerned  I 
do  not  recollect ;  1  had  no  interest  in  it. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Biley  from  that  time  to  this? — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Starbuck  from  that  time  to  this! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Frequently! — A.  After  he  left  the  Ontario  he  was  with  Austin 
Baldwin  &  Co.,  and  sometimes  I  would  go  up  on  the  French  steamer, 
aud  I  saw  him  there  or  on  the  wharf ;  and  down  on  the  same  pier — Aus- 
tin Baldwin  &  Co.  chartered  small  steamers — and  I  saw  him  two  or  three 
times  down  there. 


Washington,  Manh  25,  1872. 
Ilroii  KiLEY  lecalled. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  have  heard  the  statement  of  the  last  witness  just  made  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  ask  you  now  how  many  times  you  went  on  board  the  Ontario 
while  she  was  loading,  in  Kovember,  3870,  to  attend  to  the  delivery  of 
;j()ods  ? — A.  How  many  times  1  went  tliere  I  cannot  tell,  because  1  was  not 
there  all  the  times  of  delivery.  I  only  went  there  to  get  my  receipts, 
and  for  the  part  of  the  time  1  had  been  tallying  there. 

Q.  Were  you  engaged  in  tallying  on  board  of  the  Ontario  ? — A.  lean- 
not  say  whether  it  was  the  Ontario  or  the  Erie,  because  1  had  not  a 
steady  thing  of  tallying. 

Q.  That  was  not  your  regular  business  ? — A.  It  was  not. 

19  s  A 
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Q.  What  was  your  regular  business  ! — A,  My  regular  business  was 
receiving  from  the  arsenals,  or  the  i^laces  that  the  goods  cauie  from, 
and  delivering  theni  on  board  the  lighters,  and  sending  them  to  the 
different  points.  Then,  if  I  had  time,  I  went  to  the  steamers  and  got 
receipts  from  those  parties'  agents. 

Q.  You  stated,  when  on  the  stand  before,  that  on  one  occasion  there 
was  a  mistake  as  to  four  boxes  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  you  go  to  correct  that  mistake ;  on  the  Ontario  f— A. 
Xo,  sir;  that  was  on  pier  No.  50. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  that  correction  you  made  on  board 
of  the  shipf — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.  I  said  I  stood  on  the  lighter  aud 
took  a  tally  against  the  lightermen  for  our  own  party. 

Q,  The  lighter  being  alongside  the  pier,  or  alongside  the  ship  ?— A. 
Alongside  the  ship. 

Q.  What  ship  was  that  ? — A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  it  was 
the  La  Fayette. 

Q.  That  is  one  of  the  transatlantic  steamers? — A.  Yes,  sir.  They 
were  received  at  Governor's  Island,  on  board  of  the  lighter. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  go  on  board  of  any  of  those  transatlantic  steamers 
for  the  purpose  of  correcting  any  mistfikesf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  go  on  those  steamers  for  the  purpose  of  marking 
the  delivery  of  goods  f — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  You  were  frequently  on  board  both  the  Erie  and  Ontario?— A. 
Y^vs,  sir;  every  day. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Were  you  tallying  there  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  tallied  there  a  few  odd 
times. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  while  these  lighters  were  alongside  the  Erie  or  On- 
tario that  they  ever  had  to  wait  and  stop  loading  in  order  to  get  orders  ? 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  did  have  to  wait  ? — A,  Y'es,  sir. 

Q.  Where  were  those  orders  to  come  from  ? — A.  From  the  Ordnance 
Department. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  orders  were  they  ? — A.  The  orders  were  for  me  not  to  deliver 
the  goods  until  I  could  get  orders,  because  those  goods  were  not  paid 
for. 

Q.  That  was  the  reason  they  were  held  !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  Were  orders  received  subsequently  to  take  them  to  some  other 
pierf — A.  Yes,  sir;  sometimes  it  came  from  the  office,  and  sometimes  it 
came  from  the  agents  of  the  parties  who  had  bought  the  goods. 

Q.  What  pier  do  you  remember  that  orders  were  received  to  carry 
the  goods  to? — A.  Sometimes  it  was  from  i)ier  3  to  go  to  pier  50,  and 
from  pier  50  to  go  to  pier  3. 

Q.  Is  not  pier  50  the  pier  of  the  French  Transatlantic  Steamship 
Company? — A.  So  I  believe. 

Q.  When  goods  were  discharged  directly  from  the  lighters  into  the 
ships,  where  did  you  get  your  receipts  to  carry  them  back! — A.  I  got 
them  on  board  the  vessel,  or  on  the  dock — any  place  that  [  saw  Mr. 
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Starbuck.  I  weut  on  board  to  see  if  he  was  there,  and  if  he  was  not 
there  I  looked  on  the  dock. 

Q.  Did  it  happen  several  times  that  you  had  to  go  on  board  the  ship 
to  get  your  receipts  from  Mr.  Starbuek  there  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  knew  goods  to  be  transferred 
from  the  lighters  directly  into  the  ships  of  the  French  Transatlantic  Steam- 
ship Company  f — A.  I  was  there  to  tally  out  in  one  instance,  where  I 
went  from  Governor's  Island  to  see  about  the  mistake  of  which  I  spoke, 
and  the  goods  were  put  on  board  while  I  was  there  tallying. 

Q.  Then  you  made  a  tally  on  board  the  ship  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  tallied 
off  the  lighter.  The  lighterman  tallied  against  the  ship  himself.  I 
never  got  any  receipt  for  that  lighter.  The  lighterman  was  the  man 
who  got  the  receipt. 

Q.  Was  it  only  once  that  you  saw  goods  taken  from  the  lighters  di- 
rectly into  the  ships  of  the  French  Transatlantic  Company! — A.  I 
believe  I  saw  it  twice.  I  believe  once  I  saw  another  lighter-load  come 
alongside  and  taken  in.    I  do  not  recollect  to  be  on  board  at  the  time. 

Q.  In  neither  case! — A.  In  the  first  instance  I  had  to  cross  the  ves- 
sel to  get  ashore. 

Q.  Did  you  take  the  tally  on  board  the  vessel  then  ! — A.  !No,  sir ;  on 
board  the  lighter.  I  was  on  board  the  lighter,  and  I  tallied  against  the 
lighter-men. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  the  re(*eipts  on  board  the  French  vessel ! — A.  No, 
sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Was  there  ever,  to  your  knowledge,  any  order  from  the  Ordnance 
Department  or  from  any  officer  to  put  those  arms  or  stores,  or  any  part 
of  them,  on  board  any  steamer  ? — A.  There  was  not.  They  always 
ordered  me  to  order  those  lighters  to  go  to  the  i)iers  alongside  the  ves- 
sels. 

Q.  Bnt  the  reason  why  the  lighters  were  not  discharged  and  were 
ordered  to  be  detained  was,  that  the  goods  had  not  been  paid  for  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  were  not  waiting  orders  to  be  put  on  the  steamer,  but  you 
were  waiting  orders  to  make  delivery  anywhere  or  to  anybody  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  When  they  had  been  detained  by  orders  from  the  Ordnance  Bureau 
on  account  of  their  not  having  been  paid  for,  did  you  not  state  that 
afterward  orders  were  received  to  carry  them  to  some  other  pier  ! — A. 
It  might  be  those  goods,  or  it  might  be  other  goods  that  were  just 
sent  there  waiting  to  be  delivered,  and  then  w0re  taken  to  other  i)iers. 

Q.  So,  then,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  sometimes  orders  were  re- 
ceived from  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  when  goods  had  been  landed  at  one 
pier,  to  take  them  to  some  other  jiier.  Is  that  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  un- 
derstood that  those  orders  came  from  the  parties  who  bought  them ; 
that  they  wanted  the  transfer  made. 

Q.  Who  told  you  so! — A.  That  is  what  I  understood  from  those  par- 
ties' agents. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  that  orders  to  that  effect  were  received  from  the 
Ordnance  Bureau! — A.  They  came  there  for  me. 

Q.  For  you  to  do  what? — A.  To  take  them  and  go  to  the  other  docks. 

Q,  So,  if  I  understand  you,  the  order  from  the  Ordnance  Bureau  came 
to  you  to  take  those  goods  to  some  other  dock! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  How  (lid  those  orders  come  T — A.  A  messenger  came  with  orders 
that  these  parties  wanted  me  to  send  the  lighters  to  either  pier  3  or 
pier  50. 

J3y  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Which  parties  wanted  that  ? — A.  The  parties  that  had  bought  tlu* 
goods. 

By  ^Ir.  SciiURZ  : 

Q.  Who  sent  you  the  orders? — A.  Mr.  Hall,  I  suppose,  or  Mr. 
McGowan.  I  have  not  recollection  of  who  sent  them.  The  orders  came 
to  me  that  this  lighter  was  to  be  sent  to  pier  50  or  to  pier  3;  that  the 
parties  wanted  the  goods  there  instead  of  delivering  them  where  they 
were  sent  to. 

Q.  But  the  orders  came  from  some  person  connected  with  the  Ord- 
nance Bureau;  is  that  the  understanding? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  the  orders  come  in  writing? — A.  Sometimes,  I  believe,  they 
did. 

Q.  By  whom  were  they  signed  ? — A.  By  iSIr.  Ilall. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 
Q.  You  were  in  the  habit  of  receiving  your  orders  from  Mr.  llalH— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 
Q.  When  did  this  loading  of  the  vessel  with  these  arms  take  place; 
what  month  was  it  ? — A.  1  could  not  remember,  exactly,  the  months. 
I  had  too  much  to  do  at  the  time  to  remember,  but  I  know  it  was  in  De- 
cember, January,  or  February.  I  have  recollection  that  it  was  in  those 
months,  anyhow. 

Bv  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  there  was  any  in  Xovember  I — A.  Yes. 
sir;  the  24th  of  November  was  the  first  day  tJiat  1  went  out,  to  the 
best  of  my  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  Aivees  : 

Q.  You  refer  now  to  the  loading  of  the  Ontario  and  Erie  ? — A.  I  can- 
not say  which  vessel  it  was. 

Q.  You  said  before  it  was  i)art  of  your  duty  to  receive  these  arms  at  the 
dei)ots,  and  attend  to  their  shipping  on  board  the  lighters  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  to  that  duty  at  the  same  time  that  you  were  tally- 
ing on  board  the  Ontario  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not.  When  I  went  there 
I  gave  orders,  and  had  those  goods  put  on  board,  and  tallied  them  at 
this  place.  When  I  was  therewith  them,  I  went  and  tallied  some  of 
them  on  board,  when  there  was  no  other  tallyman  from  our  ofiice  then'. 
That  was  the  only  instance  1  was  there. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  long  you  were  on  board  the  Ontario  tally- 
ing f — A*  I  cannot  remember  that  1  tallied  more  tlian  one  or  two  lighter- 
loads  in  the  whole. 

Q.  Do  you  recognize  Captain  Prentiss,  who  has  testified  here  to-day* 
—A.  I  do  not  recollect  ever  seeing  him  before  I  saw  him  here. 

C^.  You  understand  that  he  wa.s  on  board  the  Ontario  all  the  time  she. 
was  loading  f — A.  She  had  been  loading  two  or  three  ditlerent  times. 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  did  on  one  or  two  occasions  go 
on  board  the  Ontario  and  tally  off  goods  ? — A.  On  the  Ontario  or  the 
Erie ;  I  will  not  say  which  it  was. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  what  month  that  was  in  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell  what 
month. 

Q.  Was  it  November,  December,  or  January  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell. 

Q.  Why  were  you  there  tallying  on  that  vessel  ? — A.  Because  our 
other  man  was  some  place  else,  and  could  not  attend  to  it.  1  had  to 
doit. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  Who  was  your  other  man! — A.  There  was  a  man  named  Egbert. 
He  was  one  of  the  principal  ones. 

Q.  He  was  a  clerk  in  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  was  he  not ! — A.  Yes, 
8ir. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 
Q.  Where  is  he  now  f — A.  In  the  Ordnance  Department 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  W^here  were  those  goods  that  you  checked  off  on  the  Ontario  or 
Erie,  whichever  it  was,  ordered  by  the  Ordnance  Department  to  be  de- 
livered ;  on  shipboard  f — A.  No,  sir ;  on  pier  50. 

Q.  Had  they  been  delivered  at  pier  50  ? — A.  This  one  load  was  deliv- 
ered on  board  the  vessel. 

Q.  Why  was  it  not  delivered  at  pier  50,  as  it  was  ordered  ? — A.  I  do 
not  know.  The  clerk  of  the  dock,  I  supi)ose,  gave  orders  that  it  should 
be  delivered  on  board  the  vessel. 

Q.  Is  this  it:  The  contract  with  the  Ordnance  Office  was  that  the 
p:oods  should  be  delivered  at  pier  50.  The  lighter  went  down  to  pier  50 
for  the  purpose  of  making  the  delivery,  and  there,  by  the  clerk  of  the 
dock  or  somebody  else,  was  ordered  to  go  to  the  steamer,  without  taking 
them  off  and  putting  them  back  again;  is  that  so? — A.  That  is  it;  that 
is,  the  clerk  of  the  dock  would  not  receive  them  on  the  dock ;  he  wanted 
them  to  go  alongside  the  vessel. 

By  Mr.  A>rES : 

Q.  Is  it  customary  in  sending  goods  by  lighter  to  a  certain  i)ier,  to 
dispose  of  them  as  the  shipping  agent  or  clerk  of  the  dock  may  see  titi 
—A.  He  is  the  one  to  receive,  and  they  must  put  them  where  he  wants 
them. 

Q.  Is  that  customary  with  all  kinds  of  goods? — A.  Yes,  sir;  with  all 
I  have  seen. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  You  say  the  contract  with  the  Ordnance  Department  was  to  de- 
liver the  goods  at  pier  50.  How  did  you  know  what  the  contract  was  ! — 
A.  I  do  not  know  what  the  contract  was.  .  The  orders  to  me  were  to 
deliver  the  goods  at  pier  50. 

Q.  But  when  you  were  asked  whether  it  was  the  contract  to  deliver 
floods  at  pier  50,  you  said  yes? — A.  I  did  not  know  what  the  contracts 
were,  because  I  have  never  seen  them,  but  the  orders  to  me  were  to  de- 
hver  them  at  pier  50. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  A  lighter  took  them  there  for  the  purpose  of  delivering! — A.  Yes, 
sir. 
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Q.  And  there  they  were  directed  or  requested  to  take  tliem  to  the 
steamer? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Without  any  order  from  the  Ordnance  Bureau  to  that  effect  f— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  so  you  went  on  board  the  steamer  to  tally  them  off  instead 
of  tallying  them  on  the  dock  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  1  staid  on  board  the  lighter 
and  tallied  ag^ainst  the  lightermen ;  I  never  went  on  board  the  Freucli 
steamer  to  tally  any  goods. 

Q.  You  had  received  orders  to  deliver  those  goods  at  pier  No.  50. 
Did  you  receive  any  written  orders  from  Hall  to  deliver  them  on  board 
the  vessel  f — A.  Ko,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScnuKZ : 

Q.  After  goods  had  been  delivered  at  one  pier,  did  you  ever  receive 
orders  from  Mr.  Hall  to  take  them  to  another  pier  and  deliver  them 
there  ? — A.  That  I  do  not  recollect.  I  recollect  having  to  order  the 
lighters,  before  they  had  unlosided  at  these  piers,  to  go  to  other  points. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  orders  from  Mr.  Hall,  after  ordnance  stores 
had  been  carried  to  one  pier,  to  take  them  away  from  there  and  carry 
them  to  another  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  recollect  that. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  an  order  from  Mr.  Hall  after  goods  had  been 
taken  to  one  pier  to  take  them  to  pier  No.  50? — A.  I  believe  I  did.  I 
believe  there  was  such  an  order  sent  to  me. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  If  a  merchant  in  New  York  contracts  for  freight  on  board  a  vessel 
to  be  delivered  at  a  pier,  state  whether  it  is  not  as  often  delivered  by 
lighters  to  go  on  shipboard  as  on  the  pier. — A.  That  I  do  not  know, 
because  it  is  a  business  that  I  had  not  been  in  before. 


Washington,  March  25, 1872. 
WiLLiAJVi  J.  Little  JOHN  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  state  what  your  present  employment  was!- — A.  I  am  in 
the  house  of  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  Maiden  Lane,  New  York. 

Q.  When  did  your  employment  with  them  commence? — A.  On  the  1st 
of  November  last. 

Q.  Between  the  time  when  the  loading  of  these  vessels  closed  and  the 
commencement  of  this  employment  with  them,  where  were  you  em- 
ployed?— A.  I  was  with  Mr.  Chauviteaux  up  to  August  last.  'Ou  the 
Ist  of  November  I  commenced  with  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham. 
During  September  and  October  I  was  unemployed. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 

Q.  Had  you,  previous  to  your  interview  with  Chambrun,  ever  l)eeu  ia- 
quired  of  by  anybody  about  this  transaction? — A.  No,  sir,  except  that 
when  I  went  down  to  the  office  Mr.  Church  was  speaking  about  it.  That 
was  before  there  was  any  investigation. 

Q.  Speaking  about  what? — A.  About  the  trouble  going  on  in  France. 

Q.  Did  he  ask  you  what  you  could  recollect  about  it  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  say  nothing  to  call  your  attention  to  it  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
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Washington,  March  25,  1872. 
HiGn  EiLEY  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  the  boxes  marked  on  the  lighters! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  did  the  marking  ? — A.  The  principal  jiart  of  the  marking 
that  I  saw  on  board  the  lighters  was  private  marks  that  came  from  the 
arsenals,  so  that  we  could  know  what  arsenals  they  came  from. 

Q.  What  marks  did  you  ever  see  put  on  these  cases  of  arras? — A.  I 
saw  '<F.  ll.'^  or  "R.  F.,"  I  cannot  say  which,  but  I  think  "  R.  F." 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 
Q.  Did  you  see  it  put  on  ? — A.  I  saw  it  put  on. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Where  was  it  that  you  saw  it  put  on? — A.  I  saw  it  i)ut  on  at  pier 
aO.    That  was  the  principal  place  1  saw  it. 

Q.  After  you  had  delivered  the  goods  ? — A.  Yes,  sir,  and  before  they 
went  on  board  the  lighters,  but  put  on  when  the  lighter  was  there. 

Q.  When  you  had  the  lighter  there  for  the  purpose  of  delivery  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Were  goods  ever  considered  delivered  before  they  got  out  of  the 
lighters  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  It  was  pretty  certain  they  were  going  to  be  delivered  in  a  few 
minutes  f — A.  Y^es,  sir. 

Q.  And  they  commenced  marking  them  on  the  supposition  that  they 
would  be  delivered  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  they  ever  commenced 
to  mark  them  before  there  were  some  of  them  put  on  the  dock,  and  then, 
for  a  quick  method,  they  went  over  and  marked  them  as  they  were  get- 
ting out,  so  as  to  get  along  quick. 

Q.  It  not  being  supposed  to  make  much  difference  whether  they  were 
marked  on  the  lighter  or  on  the  wharf? — A.  I  did  not  sui>pose  it  made 
any  difference. 

Q.  But  you  did  not  mark  them  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  were  not  ordered  to  mark  them  by  the  Department? — A.  I 
got  no  orders.  I  have  marked  a  few  of  them  for  some  of  those  parties' 
agents,  while  they  wanted  to  take  recess  or  something  of  that  kind. 


Washington,  March  25, 1872. 
Sidney  Starbuck  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  What  position  did  you  hold  during  the  period  which  has  been 
spoken  of  in  the  testimony  you  have  heard  to-day  ? — A.  I  was  i)art  of 
the  time  a  tallying  clerk,  and  part  of  the  time  I  was  employed  jointly 
by  Colonel  Squire  and  Mr.  Chauviteaux  to  take  receipts  from  the  ship 
and  give  receipts  to  the  Ordnance  Department  or  to  their  representative. 

Q.  Were  your  receipts  always  received  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau  from 
the  beginning,  without  objection  ? — A.  They  were  not.  There  was  an 
objection  raised  on  one  occasion. 
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Q.  What  occasion  was  that  ? — A.  The  first  time  I  undertook  to  sign 
alter  I  got  the  authority. 

Q,  For  whom  did  you  sign  them  ! — A.  E.  Remington  &  Sons. 

Q.  What  objection  was  raised  ! — A.  They  did  not  seem  to  recognize 
my  authority  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Who  raised  the  objection  ? — A.  Some  messenger  came  from  the 
Ordnance  Department  for  receipts  who  declined  to  take  my  signature. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  sent  him! — A.  I  do  not  know  who  sent  him. 
I  only  know  that  he  came  from  the  ordnance  office  in  Kew  York. 

By  Mr.  SOHURZ : 

Q.  How  w^as  that  difficulty  arranged! — A.  Operations  were  sus- 
pended for  the  time  being. 

Q.  How  long? — A.  Word  was  sent  up  to  Mr.  Chauviteaux's  office— 
I  do  not  know  who  sent  it — and  presently  orders  came  down  to  the 
ship  authorizing  Mr.  Riley,  or  whoever  was  there  at  that  time,  to  accept 
my  signature,  which  was  done. 

Q.  You  say  orders  were  sent  up  from  Mr.  Chauviteaux ;  where !— A. 
To  the  ordnance  office.    So  I  was  informed. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  sent  up  those  orders  ? — A.  I  was  informed  that 
Colonel  Squire  sent  up  a  request  that  my  signature  should  .be acknowl- 
edged.   I  was  so  informed. 

Q.  For  whom  else  did  you  sign  besides  E.  Ilemington  &  Sons ! — A.  I 
signed  for  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co. 

Q.  Who  gave  you  the  authority  for  that? — A.  Austin  Baldwin  & 
Co.  wrote  me  a  letter  while  I  was  in  the  enjploy  of  Mr.  Chauviteaux 
and  Mr.  Squire,  authorizing  me  to  sign  for  a  lot  of  goods  that  came 
there. 

Q.  For  whom  else  did  you  sign  f — A.  I  received  a  letter  signed 
Thomas  Kichardson  authorizing  me  to  sign  for  any  lots  of  breech -load- 
ing arms  that  might  come  to  the  steamers. 

Q.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Thomas  Kichardson  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  saw 
him. 

Q.  So  you  got  a  letter  from  a  man  you  did  not  know  at  all  ? — A.  I  did 
not  know  the  man  at  all. 

Q.  But  your  signature  for  Thomas  Richardson  was  accepted  ? — A.  It 
was. 

Q.  Was  there  an  understanding  about  that  ? — A.  There  never  was 
any  misunderstanding  about  it.  They  took  the  signature  the  same  as 
they  had  always  taken  my  signature  lor  E.  Kemington  &  Sons  and 
Austin  Baldwin  &  Co. 

Q.  So,  as  I  understand  you,  you  got  a  letter  from  Thomas  Richardson 
authorizing  you  to  sign  for  him  ! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Then  your  signature  was  accepted  without  any  objection  at  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  ;  was  that  it  ? — A.  1  never  heard  that  there  was  any 
comment  made  on  it. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  officer  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau  ever  Siiw  one 
of  those  receipts? — A.  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  Do  yon  know  whether  McGowan  ever  saw  one  of  them  ? — A.  I 
cannot  say  that  Mr.  McGowan  ever  did. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  officer  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau  objected  to 
your  signature  at  first  f — A,  I  did  not,  as  I  did  not  go  there  at  the  time. 
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Q.  You  simply  understood  that  your  signature  bad  been  objected 
to  f — A.  I  was  so  informed  by  Mr.  Littlejolin.  He  did  not  inform  me 
that  it  had  been  objected  to,  but  whoever  was  the  representative  of  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  on  the  dock  at  that  time  declined  to  take  my  signa- 
ture, and  Mr.  Littlejohn  informed  me  tliat  me^isures  had  been  taken  to 
obviate  the  diflBculty. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  a  letter  sent  by  Colonel  Squire  to  Colo- 
nel Crispin  about  that  matter  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  saw  that  letter. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Riley  before  ? — A.  Frequently. 

Q.  Where  did  3'ou  see  him  I — A.  I  saw  him  on  board  the  various 
ships  that  were  loading  arms,  and  also  on  the  piers. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  on  board  those  ships  that  were  loading  arms? 
—A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  saw  him  frequently  on  board  those  ships. 

Q.  Did  you  also  give  receipts  on  the  pier  of  the  French  Transatlantic 
Steamship  Company  ? — A.  I  frequently  did  so. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Riley  on  board  the  French  Transatlantic  steam- 
ers ? — ^A.  I  never  saw  him  on  board  those  steamers. 

Q.  On  board  of  what  steamers  did  you  see  him  ! — A.  1  saw  him  on 
board  the  Ontario,  the  Erie,  the  Riga,  the  City  of  Buenos  Ayres,  and 
np  at  Pier  No.  50. 

Q.  Were  all  those  steamers  loading  arms  for  France,  as  you  under- 
stood ? — A.  I  understood  they  were  all  loading  arms  for  Frauce. 

Q.  Was  it  generally  understood  that  those  arms  were  going  to 
France! — A.  It  was  perfectly  settled  in  my  mind  that  they  were. 

Q.  W^as  it  the  common  report  there  ? — A.  It  was  common  report  that 
thej'  were  to  go  from  here  to  England,  simi)ly  to  observe  the  neutrality 
law. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  boxes  when  they  passed  from  the  lighters  to  the 
ships  t — A.  Very  frequently. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  they  were  marked  f — A.  *'  R.  F."  and  "  R.  F." 
in  a  diamond. 

Q.  Did  you  see  persons  marking  them  on  board  the  lighters  ? — A.  I 
did. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  boxes  go  on  the  lighters  already  marked? — 
A.  Only  some  that  had  been  previously  marked  on  pier  50. 

Q.  Did  you  frequently  go  to  the  oilice  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  in 
New  York  f — A.  Quite  frequently. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Colonel  Squire  and  Colonel  Crispin  together  there  ! — 
A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  saw  Colonel  Squire  and  Colonel  Crispin  together; 
1  have  seen  Colonel  Squire  there  very  frequently  in  conversation  with 
Mr.  Hall  and  Mr.  McGowan. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  anything  said  there  about  arranging  the  shipping  of 
the  arms  f — A.  Ko,  sir.  Usually  their  conversation  was  carried  on  as 
a  private  matter,  so  that  I  could  not  hear  it. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  ? — A.  I  have  seen  a 
gentleman  that  I  have  been  informed  since  then  was  he.  I  did  not  know 
him. 

Q.  Where  did  you  see  himf — A.  At  Xo.  2  Broadway. 

Q.  When  ? — A.  If  I  remember  aright,  it  was  on  the  5th  of  March.  If 
the  5th  of  March  was  Friday,  it  was  that  day. 

Q.  Friday  was  the  1st  of  March  ? — A,  I  think  it  was  on  Friday  I  saw 
him. 

Q.  Then  must  it  have  been  on  the  1st  or  the  8th  day  of  March  ? — A, 
I  cannot  be  positive  about  that. 
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By  Mr.  ScnuRZ: 
Q.  How  far  back  do  you  think  it  was  ! — A.  Abont  three  weeks  ago. 

By  the  Cuairman  : 
Q.  Was  it  three  weeks  ago  last  Friday  ? — A.  I  could  not  swear  to 
that. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Was  it  either  two  or  three  weeks  ago  last  Friday  ! — A.  I  caimot 
bo  certain  as  to  that.    My  impression  is  that  it  was  on  Friday. 

Q.  What  did  you  and  he  say  then  ! — A.  I  went  there  in  compliance 
with  a  note  I  received  from  Mr.  Church,  requesting  me  to  call  there. 
Ho  asked  me  several  questions  relative  to  the  loading  of  those  ships— 
simply  as  to  the  process  of  the  delivery  of  the  arms. 

Q.  Did  you  know  there  was  an  investigation  proceeding  in  Washing- 
ton on  the  subject  at  the  time,  or  were  you  so  informed  there  ?— A.  I 
was  not  informed  there;  I  had  seen  it  in  the  papers. 

Q.  Were  you  told  you  were  to  be  a  witness? — A.  I  was  not  so  in- 
formed. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Can  you  state  from  your  recollection  from  what  point  the  arms 
purchased  from  the  Government  that  were  laden  oif  board  the  Erie  and 
Ontario  came  ? — A.  I  cannot,  except  that  in  one  or  two  instances  I  knew 
of  arms  being  up  at  the  pier  where  one  of  the  North  River  steamers 
comes  in.  In  fact,  I  waited  on  the  pier  to  see  whether  the  arms  would 
arrive.  I  do  not  know  whether  those  were  .arms  to  go  on  to  these  two 
ships  or  on  other  ships. 

Q.  How  did  the  arms  which  the  Eemrngtons  sent  from  their  own 
manufactory  get  to  New  York? — A.  I  think  they  came  by  the  Hudson  Kiver 
Kailroad,  but  1  will  not  be  positive  about  that. 

Q.  Can  you  state  what  proportion  of  the  arms  shipped  came  from  Mr. 
Bemington's  own  works,  as  compared  with  that  which  came  from  other 
sources  ? — A.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very  small  proportion  of  those 
shipped  by  the  French  steamers. 

Q,  You  were  then  deputed  by  the  parties  furnishing  arms  for  these 
two  vessels  to  receipt  for  them  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 
Q.  Were  you  deputed  by  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Did  they  not  ship  arms  on  these  vessels? — A.  Yes,  sir 5  they  had 
a  clerk  there  to  take  the  receipts. 


AVashington,  March  25, 1872. 
W.  C.  Squire  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  In  looking  over  your  testimony,  I  see  that  General  Schurz  several 
times,  when  directing  your  attention  to  a  particular  point  for  the  par- 
pose  of  asking  you  questions,  would  i)ut  it  in  this  form:  "You  bought 
these  arms,  theu,for  the  French  government," and  then  would  put  his  ques- 
tion, to  which  you  would  say,  "  Yes."  I  want  to  know  whether  you 
meant  by  that  to  change  the  statement  which  you  had  already  made  as 
to  the  relations  which  you  supposed  you  were  sustaining  to  France  in 
that  transaction. — A.  I  (lid  not  mean  to  change  the  statement  I  had  made; 


SALE   OF   ARMS   BY   ORDNANCE    DEPARTMENT.  299 

I  simply  meant  that  we  purchased  those  arms,  to  be  sold  and  delivered 
to  France  for  a  commission. 

Q.  When  you  said,  then,  that  you  were  purchjising^  arms  for  France, 
you  were  spciking  of  the  destination  you  intended  them  for  ? — A.  Yes, 

sir. 

liy  Mt.  Sciiurz  : 

Q.  Yon  received  a  commission  from  the  French  government,  consist- 
ing of  a  percentage  on  the  purchase-money  you  paid  ? — A.  Y'es,  sir. 

Q.  When  those  arms  were  bought  by  you,  where  were  they  de- 
livered?— A.  The  arms  bought  from  the  United  States  Government 
Tvere  to  be  delivered  at  certain  piers  or  docks. 

Q.  But  I  mean  to  be  delivered  by  you  ! — A.  To  be  delivered  by  us  in 
the  citv  of  Kew  York. 

Q.  To  whom  f — A.  To  parties  representing  the  French  government. 

Q.  Who  represented  the  French  government  f — A.  The  consul-general. 

Q.  Did  you,  to  the  end  of  your  proceedings,  deliver  your  arms  to  the 
consul-general  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  How  were  they  delivered  ? — A.  After  ^fr.  Remington  arrived  here 
in  December,  we  delivered  them  on  board  as  before,  and  it  was  con 
sidered  a  delivery  to  the  French  government  as  before ;  but  that  gen- 
tleman did  not  take  charge  of  receiving  the  invoices  and  paying  them  ; 
we  paid  ourselves  oftt  of  money  that  was  at  that  time  sent  to  bankers 
for  us  to  draw  upon. 

Q.  W^ere  the  arms  considered  in  the  possession  of  the  French  govern- 
ment, after  this  arrangement  with  the  consul  had  ceased,  as  soon  as  they 
were  on  board  the  vessels  ? — A.  So  far  as  our  risk  and  responsibility 
was  concerned,  they  were. 

Q.  When  did  your  risk  cease  ! — A.  We  understood  our  risk  to  cease 
upon  the  delivery. 

Q.  On  the  piers  ? — A.  Not  on  the  piers,  but  the  delivery  on  the  ves- 
sels and  obtaining  the  bills  of  lading.  W^e  had  drawn  our  money  upon 
the  bills  of  lading  and  invoices  from  the  consul,  and  we  credited  our- 
selves in  a  similar  manner.  I  would  state  that  the  invoices  made  after 
we  ceased  making  them  by  the  consul,  were  made  to  Mr.  Le  Cesne, 
president  of  the  commission  of  armament. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  draw  upon  the  consul  for  margins? — A.  All  we 
could  get  from  him  we  tried  to  get.  We  did  not  always  succeed  in 
{Cettin^,  and  had,  in  some  instances,  to  draw  from  our  own  pockets. 

Q.  Did  you  also  draw  on  the  consul  for  your  commission  when  due! — 
A.  After  the  shipment  was  completed  and  the  vessel  had  left,  then  we 
called  upon  him  to  settle  the  account  and  the  commission.  W^e  did  not 
always  get  that,  however. 

Q.  Was  your  arrangement  with  the  French  government  such  that  all 
the  arms  you  bought  were  to  be  received  by  them  I — A.  I  was  ordered 
by  Mr.  liemington  to  purchase  certain  definite  lots  of  arms,  and  to 
ship  them  to  France,  and  to  bill  them  to  the  French  consul,  and  to  make 
collections,  and  to  add  to  the  invoice  price  of  the  arms  the  live  per  cent, 
commission  thereon. 

Q.  So  Mr.  Remington  sent  his  orders  for  the  purchase  of  arms  from 
France! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Upon  an  understanding  between  ^Ir.  liemington  and  Mr.  Le 
Cesne? — A.  The  understanding  between  them  I  only  know  as  a  matter 
of  hearsay  since  that  time.    I  knew  nothing  of  it  at  that  time. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  You  were  asked  the  other  day  if  you  purchased  10,000  Navy  rifles 
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•in  Baltimore.  You  stated  that  you  did! — A.  I  stMed  that  we  pur- 
chased 10,000  Remington  Navy  rifles  from  Toultney  &  Trimble,  of  Bal- 
more^ 

Q.  State  when  those  were  delivered  to  you. — A.  The  deliveries  were 
completed  the  very  last  of  our  shipments  to  France.  The  last  vessel, 
the  Acadia,  left,  I  think,  in  March. 

Q.  Was  that  before  or  after  peace  had  been  declared  between  France 
and  Germany? — A.  That  I  cannot  tell. 

By  Mr.  SCHUEZ : 

Q.  When  was  the  delivery  commenced  ! — A.  I  cannot  t^ll  the  exact 
date,  but  my  impression  is  the  deliveries  all  took  place  in  March ;  but 
I  am  not  sure. 

Q.  When  was  the  purchase  made  ? — A.  That  I  cannot  tell. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  not  all  those  arms  delivered  .after  the  1st  of  March,  1871  !— 
A.  That  I  could  not  speak  positively  about,  for  I  have  not  refreshed  my 
recollection,    I  know  they  were  among  the  very  latest  of  the  deliveries. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  When  was  the  margin  put  up  for  that  lot  of  arms  ! — A.  I  cannot 
recollect  the  date  of  that. 

Q.  Was  not  your  arrangement  with  Poultney  &  Trimble  about  the 
same  that  it  was  with  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  and  with  Aiistiu 
Baldwin  &  Co.  ? — A.  No,  sir;  it  was  a  distinct  purchase  from  Poultney 
&  Trimble,  at  a  distinct  price.  With  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  we 
had  an  arrangement  to  pay  them  a  certain  sum  without  any  reference 
to  what  they  succeeded  in  purchasing,  to  pay  them  a  certain  definite 
sum  of  money  for  putting  themselves  at  our  disposal.  We  had  no  such 
arrangement  with  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble. 

Q.  Do  you  know  at  what  price  Poultney  &  Trimble  purchased 
those  arms  of  the  United  States  ? — A.  I  do  not,  other  than  I  may  have 
seen  something  about  it  in  the  report  of  the  examination  of  the  Secre* 
tary  of  the  ]S'avy. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  price  you  paid  Poultney  &  Trimble  for  the 
arms? — A.  I  can  ascertain  by  referring  to  the  records. 

I  would  like  to  make  one  statement  in  regard  to  the  testimony  of  the 
last  witness.  I  think  I  may  be  allowed  to  correct  a  false  impression  in 
Mr.  Littlejohii's  testimony.  He  states  that  he  was  employed  by  3Ir. 
Chauviteaux  and  myself,  representing  E.  liemington  &  Sons.  I  would 
state  that  we  did  not  pay  Mr.  Littlejohn  for  his  services,  but  we  pail 
Mr.  Chauviteaux.  Mr.  Chauviteaux  employed  him,  and  Mr.  Chauvi- 
teaux made  us  bills  for  the  expense  of  Mr.  Littlejohn's  services;  we  being 
desired,-  and  I  might  say  almost  required,  by  Mr.  Chauviteaux  to  do 
this,  we  acceded  it. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  You  having  been  ruled  out  by  the  Department  in  the  sale  of  arms, 
he  did  receipt  for  such  arms  as  you  manufactured  from  your  own  man- 
ufactory!— A.  I  have  no  doubt  what  he  stated  in  that  respect  is  sub- 
stantially true. 
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Washington,  March  2G,  1872. 

James  W.  Patterson  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Will  j'oii  please  inform  us,  Senator,  when  you  first  received 
any  information  in  relation  to  the  sale  of  anns  referred  to  in  the  Senate 
resolution  authorizing  this  committee  ? — Answer.  I  think  it  was  about 
a  year  since.  It  was  in  March  of  last  year  that  tlie  Marquis  de  Cham- 
bruu  came  to  me,  and  said  he  wished  to  consult  me  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Eetrenchment,  in  relation  to  certain  fraudulent  transac- , 
tions  which  had  taken  place  in  the  transfer  of  arms  between  the  United 
States  and  the  French  government.  lie  said  that  the  French  consul 
at  New  York,  Place,  was  in  fc?ome  way  mixed  up  with  those  transac- 
tions, and  he  was  very  anxious  to  get  at  the  facts,  which  he  thought 
could  be  learned  from  a  comparison  of  the  papers  in  the  Ordnance  Bu- 
reau of  the  War  Department  and  the  books  of  the  Treasury  X^epart- 
ment,  but  that,  as  a  French  subject,  he  had  no  right  to  call  for  those 
books,  and  as  I  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Iletrenchnient,  he 
desired  that  I  would  see  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  relation  to 
it.  lie  stated,  in  the  same  connection,  that  undoubtedly  certain 
Americans  and  possibly  subordinate  officials  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment would  be  found  mixed  up  with  these  transactions.  Accord 
ingly,  1  saw  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury',  and  stated  to  him  the  sub- 
stance of  what  Chambruu  had  stated  to  me.  The  Secretary  replied, 
substantially,  that  he  thought  there  had  been  no  fraud  or  impropriety 
in  those  transactions,  and  that  there  had  been  no  violation  of  interna- 
tional law  or  treaty  stipulations  in  the  sale  of  arms.  Ho  said,  also,  it 
would  take  some  time  and  a  good  deal  of  clerical  force  to  make  a  com- 
parison of  the  papers  of  the  War  Department  and  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, and,  if  it  could  be  avoided,  he  did  not  care  to  be  at  that 
trouble.  This  was  just  at  the  close  of  the  session,  and  so  the  matter 
dropped. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  Did  you  request  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  give  you  such 
information  as  would  throw  light  on  the  subject! — A.  I  stated  to  him 
what  Chambrun  had  said  to  me,  and  stated  what  Ohambrun's  request 
bad  been  to  me.    I  did  not  make  an  absolute  request. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  understood  Chambrun,  did  you  not,  to  make  the  allegation 
that  somebody  had  got  moneys  that  belonged  to  the  French  govern- 
ment ? — A.  lie  statetl  that  in  this  transaction  from  three  to  four  millions 
of  dollars  had  dropped  somewhere  between  the  French  government 
and  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Q.  Did  he  make  any  complaint  of  the  manner  of  the  sale  by  our  Gov- 
ernment to  the  French,  or  to  anybody  else? — A.  I  do  not  think  ho  did 
at  that  time. 

Q.  The  substance  of  his  charge  was  that  moneys  had  been  paid  that 
the  French  government  had  not  realized  the  benetit  off — A.  Yes,  sir; 
and  he  was  anxious  to  get  at  the  facts,  that  they  might  be  used  in  de- 
termining, the  conduct  of  the  French  consul  at  New  York,  Place. 

ii-  That  was  about  a  year  ago  now  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  about  one  year 
ago. 

Q.  When  did  you  next  have  the  matter  called  to  your  attention  ? — A. 
During  the  executive  session,  in  JMay  last,  Chambrun  spoke  to  me  again 
in  relation  to  the  matter,   lie  said  that  the  French  government  had  been 
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investigating  the  coudnet  of  the  consul  at  New  York,  tiiking  some 
testimony  in  relation  to  it,  and  he  thought  it  was  a  very  bad  transaction, 
from  beginning  to  end. 

Q.  Did  he  state,  in  any  of  your  interviews,  the  names  of  any  individ- 
uals whom  he  supposed  had  gotten  this  money  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  he  gave 
me  the  names  of  parties  who  might  be  implicated,  possibly,  in  these  trans- 
actions. 

Q.  Please  state  those  names. — A.  He  mentioned  the  name  of  Mr. 
Kemington,  and  also  of  General  Ingalls,  and  then  stated  in  a  general 
way  that  he  thought  parties  in  the  Ordnance  Bureau  of  the  War  De- 
partment must  have  been  in  collusion  with  the  other  parties,  named  in 
these  transactions. 

Q.  Did  he  profess  to  give  you  any  fact  upon  which  he  formed  his 
opinion  as  to  those  individuals,  or  was  it  mere  conjecture  t — A.  He  did 
not  state  to  me,  at  that  time,  very  fully  the  facts  known  to  himself;  but 
at  a  lat^r  period  he  did,  which  I  will  state.  Nothing  was  done  about 
the  matter  at  that  session.  I,  of  course,  was  very  busy,  in  connection 
with  my  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  in 
examining  the  treaty.  Nothing,  therefore,  was  done  about  it  then,  and 
so  it  rested  until  we  came  together  at  the  beginning  of  this  session, 
when  he  came  to  me  again.  He  had  several  interviews  with  me  at  the 
opening  of  the  session.  At  that  time  he  stated  more  fully  what  be 
thought  could  be  proved,  and  gave  me  the  names  of  other  x>arties  who 
had  been  connected  with  these  transactions. 

Q.  Let  us  have  the  names. — A.  He  mentioned  the  name  of  C.  K. 
Garrison  and  a  Mr.  Hoey ;  gentlemen  whom  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not 
know  either  of  these  parties. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  they  reside  ? — A.  He  stated  to  me  that  Mr. 
Hoey  resided  at  Long  Branch,  and,  if  I  remember  correctly,  he  said 
Mr.  Garrison  reside-d  at  New  York,  though  formerly  from  Saint  Louis. 

Q.  Did  he  name  any  other  parties  than  those  you  have  named,  that 
you  recollect ! — A.  No ;  I  do  not  recall  any  others. 

Q.  At  either  of  these  interviews,  did  Chambrun  show  you  a  copy  of  a 
letter  ! — A,  Perhaps  some  other  matter  should  come  before  that.  He 
stated  to  me  that  Place  had  been  removed  from  his  consulate. 

Q.  He  was  consul  general? — A.  He  was  the  French  consul  at  New 
York.  He  said  Place  had  been  removed  from  his  consulate  on  account 
of  his  connection  with  this  sale  and  purchase  of  arms,  and  had  a  trial 
in  France  in  which  he  was  acquitted,  but  there  was  to  be  a  second  trial, 
and  he  believed  if  the  part  which  all  the  persons  connected  with  this 
transaction  had  played  in  it  could  be  brought  to  light,  it  might  relieve 
Place ;  or,  at  any  rate,  he  was  anxious  to  get  at  the  facts  on  account  of 
the  connection  they  would  be  likely  to  have  with  this  trial  of  Place, 
which  w\as  about  to  take  place  in  France. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  say  he  seemed  to  be  anxious  to  acquit  Place ! — A.  Well, 
1  cannot  say  that. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  he  appear  to  be  friendly  to  Place  ? — A.  He  appeared  to  be 
interested  in  the  trial. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Was  he  interested  for  Place  or  to  get  the  facts  against  him  f— A. 
I  rather  judged  he  was  interested  for  Place  as  a  personal  friend,  but  I 
cannot  say. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  ho  said  he  thought  this  evidence 
would  tend  to  relieve  Place? — A.  lie  stated  this  to  me  :  That  if  au  in- 
vestigation could  be  institut^^d  here,  he  believed  it  would  arrest  proceed- 
ings in  France  for  the  present. 

Bv  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  That  was  said  since  this  session  commenced  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  be- 
cause certain  facts  would  be  brought  out  in  an  investigfitiou  here  which 
neither  the  prosecution  nor  the  defense  could  get  hold  of  in  France, 
and  they  would  await  the  result  of  an  investigation  here  before  proceed- 
ing with  the  trial  there. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  At  what  time  was  that  conversation  on  that  point  f — A.  About 
the  time  the  discussion  was  going  on  on  Mr.  Trumbull's  resolution  for 
the  reorganization  of  the  Committee  on  Ketrenchment—early  m  the 
present  session.  He  stated,  in  one  of  the  conversations,  that  the  French 
government  had  entered  into  a  contract  with  C.  K.  Garrison  to  furnish 
tifty  batteries,  and  that  one  of  the  conditions  of  the  contract  was  that 
the  batteries  should  be  delivered  within  a  given  time,  and  if  not  deliv- 
ered within  that  time,  the  contract  was  to  be  void ;  that  he  was  not  able 
to  deliver  the  guns  within  the  specified  time,  and,  therefore,  the  French 
government,  as  the  war  had  closed,  or  nearly  closed,  at  that  time,  refused 
to  take  the  guns,  saying  that  the  contract  was  void ;  that  General  In- 
^alls  came  to  Washington  in  the  interest  of  Garrison,  and  went  to  the 
French  legation,  and  endeavored  to  exert  an  influence  over  the  French 
minister  to  induce  him  to  advise  his  government  to  take  those  batteries 
and  pay  the  stipulated  price.  Mr.  Chambrun  said  to  me  that  this  was  in 
opposition  to  advice  wiiich  he  himself,  as  counsel  for  the  French  legation, 
had  given  to  the  legation  in  respect  to  their  liabilities  under  the  contract, 
and  he  said  he  was  surprised  to  learn  that  the  French  government 
took  the  batteries,  and  paid,  I  think,  $1,200,000  for  them,  although  the 
time  had  expired  within  which  they  were  to  be  delivered  according  to 
the  contract.  At  one  of  these  interviews  he  showed  me  a  copy  of  a 
letter  written  by  Remington  to  Le  Cesno,  the  president  of  the  commis- 
sion of  armament  at  Tours. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  refer  to  the  letter  which  api)eared  in  the  preamble  to  Mr. 
Sumner's  resolution  I — A,  That  was  the  letter,  and  at  the  same  time  he  ex- 
pressed a  wish  that  I  should  introduce  a  resolution  into  the  Senate  ask- 
ing to  have  this  subject  investigated,  which  I  declined  to  do,  on  the 
ground  that  I  was  no  longer  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Ketrench- 
ment,  and  that  ray  motives  had  been  somewhat  misunderstood,  if  not 
misrepresented,  in  making  other  investigations,  which  I  had  done  as  a 
matter  of  duty  as  a  member  of  the  committee,  and  I  did  not  care  to  vol- 
unteer any  further  service  of  that  kind ;  besides,  I  thought,  as  a  friend 
of  the  administration,  if  any  subordinates  in  the  emx)loy  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  connected  with  such  fraudulent  transactions,  it  was  my 
duty  to  state  the  case  to  the  President  and  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and 
let  them  take  the  initiative,  and  carry  through  any  investigations  of  this 
kind. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  That  is  what  you  stated  to  Chambrun  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Did  he  object  to  that  f — A.  lie  did  not. 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Go  on  and  give  the  whole  conversation. — A.  He  agieed  with  me  that 
that  would  be  a  proper  course.  On  my  way  that  morning,  after  the  in- 
terview, to  the  Senate,  I  met,  I  think  in  the  street-cars,  Senator  Schurz, 
and  we  entered  into  a  conversation  very  naturally  on  the  discussiou 
which  had  been  carried  on  in  the  Senate  upon  the  resolution  of  3Ir. 
Trumbull,  and  either  there,  or  after  we  reached  the  Senate,  I  took  the 
letter  to  which  I  have  alluded  out  of  my  pocket,  and  said,  "  Here  is 
evidence  that  such  a  committee,  if  properly  organized,  should  exist,  to 
investigate  frauds  against  the  Government."  He  looked  over  the  letter, 
and  said  he  thought  so,  or  something  to  that  effect.  Then,  in  the  moni- 
ing  hour  I  passed  across  the  aisle  to  Senator  Morton,  and  sat  down  hy 
his  side,  and  ^ated,  as  fully  as  I  could,  what  had  been  stated  to  me  by 
Chambrun,  and  gave  him  the  substance  of  this  letter,  and  asked  him  if 
he  did  not  think  that  it  was  my  duty  to  go  to  the  President  and  the 
Secretary  of  War  and  lay  the  whole  matter  before  them.  He  said  he 
thought  it  was.  Accordingly,  I  took  my  coat  and  hat,  and  went  up  to 
the  President,  and  laid  the  whole  case  before  him — gave  the  names  of  the 
parties  who  were  thought  to  be  connected  with  it,  and  read  extracts 
from  this  letter  to  the  President. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Did  Chambrun  furnish  you  a  copy  of  that  letter? — A.  He  did. 
I  read  extracts  from  the  letter  to  the  President.    The  President  ex- 
pressed a  good  deal  of  surprise  at  what  I  stated  and  what  ho  heard 
from  the  letter.     He  said  he  did  not  think  that  it  would  turn  out  that 
any  fraud  had  been  connected  with  the  sales  of  arms,  but  expressed 
anxiety  to  have  the  matter  investigated,  and  if  any  i)arties  connected 
with  the   Government  had   been   in  collusion  with  parties  who  had 
been  committing  frauds  upon  the  French  government,  they  should  l>e 
brought  to  punishment,  and  he  desired  that  1  should  see  the  Secre- 
tary of  War.    Accordingly,  I  went  to  the  SetTCtary  of  War,  and  stated 
the  whole  case  to  him  as  I  had  to  the  President.     He  manifested  a 
good  deal  of  feeling;  said  he  believed  all  these  matters  had  been  cou- 
ducted  with  great  propriety,  and  that  every  transaction   connected 
with  the  sale  of  arms  was  a  matter  of  record,  and  he  should  be  very 
glad  to  have  the  whole  subject  investigated  and  presented  to  the  public. 
He  said  he  would  himself  have  it  investigated,  and  make  a  report  to 
Congress.    I  said  to  him  that  I  thought  it  would  be  well  for  him  to  see 
the  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  and  hear  from  his  own  lips  what  he  had 
stated  to  me.    He  said  ho  should  be  very  glad  to  do  so.    Accordingly, 
I  agreed  to  state  to  Chambrun  that  the  Secretary  of  War  would  be  glad 
to  see  him.    This,  I  think,  was  either  on  the  Friday  or  Saturday  before 
the  holidays,  I  am  not  quite  siue  which.    On  Sunday  morning,  I  be 
lieve  it  was,  I  received  in  my  mail  a  note  from  the  Secretary  of  War, 
stating  that  he  should  be  engaged  on  Monday,  the  time  when  he  wa*s  to 
see  Chambrun,  and    would  like  to  see  him  on  Tuesday;  but  it  was 
too  late  for  me  to  see  the  marquis,  because  I  left  imutediately  for  home, 
so  that  1  did  not  see  him,  and  I  knew  nothing  further  in  relation  to  it 
till  my  return.    On  my  return  the  marquis  called  on  me  again.    I  asked 
him  how  about  the  interview  between  him  and  the  Secretary  of  War. 
Well,  he  said  he  had  an  interview  with  the  Secretaiy  of  War,  and  that 
the  letter  of  the  h^ecretiiry  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  reply  to  Kem- 
ington,  w  as  not  satisf*actory  to  him. 

Q.  You  mean  the  letter  which  is  in  the  preamble  of  Mr.  Sumner's 
resolution? — A.  That  is  the  letter.    He  said  it  was  not  satisfactory. 
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By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  lie  mention  any  reason  why  it  was  not  satisfactory  f — A.  He 
thought  it  did  not  meet  the  ease.    That  was  his  statement. 

Q.  Did  he  communicate  that  letter  to  you  then  I — A.  !No,  he  did  not. 

Q.  Did  he  from  memory  state  his  recollection  of  the  contents  of  it  ? — 
A.  I  should  think  he  did  in  a  general  way ;  nothing  very  definite. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  the  Senator  had  better  goon  in  his  own  way, 
and  afterward  we  can  put  questions. 

The  Witness.  I  afterward  saw  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  stated  to 
him  what  Chambrun  had  said  to  me,  in  substance,  that  the  letter  was 
not  Siitisfactory,  and  I  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Secretary  of  War 
might  make  his  report  at  as  early  a  day  as  possible  to  Congress,  so  as  to 
anticipate  any  action  in  other  directions.  I  believe,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  stated  about  all  I  know. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  Secretary  of  War  has  furnished  the  statement  of  sales  which 
is  put  into  this  case.    You  have  seen  it,  I  suppose  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  report  to  which  you  refer  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  furnish  Senator  Sumner  with  a  copy  of  the  letter  from 
IlemingtOQ  to  Le  Cesnet — A.  No,  sir;  I  furnished  him  with  nothing. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  he  got  a  copy  f — A.  I  do  not.  I  have  not  the 
most  distant  idea. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  in  your  possession  a  copy  of  the  letter  from 
Secretary  Belknap  to  Scjcretary  Fish  f — A.  Never. 

Q.  Did  5'ou  see  the  copy  which  was  in  the  hands  of  Chambrun  f — A. 
Never. 

Q.  You  only  got  the  contents  of  it  from  his  statement! — A.  From  his 
statement ;  that  is  all. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge,  obtained  from  Chambrun  or  any  other 
source,  as  to  the  origin  or  the  cable  telegram  that  the  war-contracts' 
committee  of  France  had  passed  a  certain  resolution  t — A.  Never.  I 
knew  nothing  about  it. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  as  to  how  Mr.  Sumner  did  obtain  copies 
of  those  letters  ? — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  as  to  how  Chambrun  obtained  copies  of 
tliem  f — A.  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

Q.  Have  you  yourself  any  knowledge  that  any  American  citizen,  or 
any  Government  official,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  way  received  any 
of  the  moneys  paid  by  the  French  for  arms? — A.  JNo  knowledge  one 
way  or  the  other  in  relation  to  it.  I  know  nothing  about  it  only  what 
I  have  heard  from  Chambrun. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Which  you  have  stated  here  ! — A.  Which  I  have  stated  to  the 
committee. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  the  whole  object  of  Chambrun  appear  to  bo  to  investigate  this 
matter  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  there  had  been  moneys 
improperly  received  by  Government  officials  or  others? — A.  I  have 
known  Chambrun  since  18G7.  I  have  been  on  pretty  familiar  terms 
with  hiin.  He  has  called  on  mo  frequently',  and  I  have  understood  that 
he  was  an  attorney  prosecuting  claims  of  French  citizens  before  the 
courts  of  the  United  States.  I  understood  from  him  that  it  was  his 
opinion  that  if  this  whole  matter  could  be  ferreted  out  and  brought  to 
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light,  it  would  appear  that  certain  Americans  had  been  fraudulently 
connected  with  these  purchases  and  sales  of  arms,  and  that  Cousiil 
Place  would  be  found  not  to  be  the  only  sinner  connected  with  the  tniLs- 
action,  and  he  was  anxious  to  get  at  all  the  facts  in  order  that  they 
might  be  used  at  that  trial  which  w'as  taking  place,  or  to  be  prosecuted 
in  France. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  Place  was  convicted  ? — A.  1  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  hear  anything  of  itf — A.  I  think  some  one  stated  to 
me  (I  do  not  know  but  that  it  was  yourself)  that  the  judgment  was  to 
be  rendered  on  a  certain  day. 

Q.  It  could  hardly  have  been  myself,  for  I  did  not  know  anything 
about  it. — A.  I  w^as  told  that  the  judgment  in  the  French  court  was  to 
be  rendered  on  a  certain  day;  and,  I  think,  I  said  to  Chambrun, 
when  he  was  pressing  this  matter  at  one  time,  "  It  will  do  you  no  good; 
the  judgment  has  already  been  rendered  in  Place's  case,''  or  something 
like  that. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  did  he  reply  to  that  f — A.  I  do  not  think  he  made  much 
reply  to  it.    I  do  not  recall  what  he  said  in  reply. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Did  you  understand  Chambrun's  object  to  be  to  convict  American 
officials,  or  to  discover  where  French  money  had  gone  to  improperly  ?— 
A.  The  latter.  He  said  to  me,  perhaps  more  than  once,  that  he  had  no 
desire  of  having  this  matter  investigated  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
anything  against  the  administration  or  Government  or  any  parties 
here.  It  was  only  his  interest  in  the  government  ot  France,  or  the 
rights  and  interests  in  the  French  government,  that  he  desired  to  have 
this  prosecuted. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRz : 

Q.  Did  I  not  understand  you  to  say  that  it  was  his  interest  in  the  fate 
of  Place  that  mainly  actuated  him  1 — A.  lie  manifested  a  good  deal  of 
interest  in  that  matter  in  the  course  of  the  conversation. 

Q.  Have  you  known  Chambruu  a  long  time  f — A.  Since  1867,  when  I 
first  made  his  acquaintance. 

A.  What  is  the  general  impression  you  have  received  of  him  f— A. 
He  is  a  very  intelligent,  high-minded  gentleman.  I  have  never  known 
anything  to  the  contrary. 

Q.  Did  the  Secretary  of  War  say  to  you,  when  you  tried  to  impm*-^ 
upon  him  the  propriety  of  an  investigation,  that  such  an  investigation 
would  be  made  by  him! — A.  O,  yes  ;  he  said  he  would  have  the  mat- 
ter thoroughly  looked  into,  and  a  full  report  made  ui)on  the  subject,  be- 
cause he  was  as  anxious  as  any  other  party  could  be,  if  there  had  been 
anything  wrong,  to  have  it  brought  to  light. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  any  investigation  to  have  been  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  He  made  a  rei>ort 
on  the  subject. 

Q.  Do  you  understand  the  report  which  was  submitted  to  the  House 
of  liei)resentatives  to  have  been  the  upshot  of  that  proceedijig  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  understand  that  report  to  have  come  out  through  your  in- 
strumentality f — A.  I  do. 
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Q.  That  states  tbe  amoiiut  of  the  sales,  and  to  whom  made,  and 
when ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  had  frequent  conversations  with  Mr.  Sumner  and  Gen- 
oral  Schurz  in  relation  to  this  matter! — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  with  Mr.  Sumner  f — A.  No ;  we  have  spoken  together 
about  the  matter  perhaps  once,  possibly  twice;  not  more  than  that. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  showed  tbe  copy  of  tbe  letter  that  Charabrun 
Ijave  to  you  to  Senator  Schurz  and  Senator  Morton  ! — A.  I  showed  it  to 
J3eiiator  Schurz.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  showed  tbe  copy  to  Morton,  but 
I  stated  to  him  tbe  contents  of  it,  and  I  read  passages  from  it  to  the 
President. 

Q.  Did  you  show  that  letter  to  any  other  Senators,  or  commnnicate 
its  contents  to  them  f — A.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  This  was  during  the  discussion  in  the  Senate  on  Mr.  Trumbull's 
resolution  to  revive  the  joint  committee  on  retrenchment  f — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  I  should  say  it  was  near  the  close  of  that  discussion. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Just  before  the  Christmas  holidays  commenced  I — A.  Yes,  sir ;  for 
I  went  home  immediately  to  New  Hampshire,  and  this  was  before  I  went 
home. 


Washington,  March  20, 1872. 
Thomas  Richardson  sworn  and  examined. 
Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Did  you  make  a  purchase  of  certain  arms  from  the  Govern- 
ment in  December,  1870  ! — Answer.  I  did. 

Q.  What  became  of  those  arms  ! — A,  I  sold  them  to  E.  Kemington  & 
^ns. 

Q.  Did  you  make  the  contract  expecting  to  sell  them  to  E.  Kemington 
&  Sons  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  any  of  the  Government  officers  any  knowledge  that  you  pur- 
chased them  for  Kemington  &  Sons  ? — A.  I  have  every  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  they  had  not. 

Q.  Did  you  take  such  steps  as  you  believed  would  prevent  their  know- 
infj  it? — A.  That  was  our  object,  and  I  think  we  did  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  officer  of  the  Government,  or  of  any  i)erson, 
participating  a<lvantageously  in  those  contracts! — A.  Not  in  the  slight- 
<*st  degree. 

Q.  Or  in  any  way  connected  with  them  ? — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Receiving  any  money  that  was  wrongfully  taken  from  the  French 
or  anybody  else  ? — A.  Not  anything. 

By  Mr.  SciiURZ : 

Q.  When  did  you  first  apply  for  arms  f — A.  1  did  not  charge  my  mind 
with  the  date.  I  think  it  was  somewhere  between  the  middle  and  the 
last  of  December. 

Q.  llere  is  a  letter  from  vou,  on  record,  dated  at  llion,  New  York, 
December  29, 1870 : 

'*  Colonel  :  I  desire  to  buy  all  the  breech-loading  Springflelds,  fifty 
caliber,  that  the  United  States  Government  will  sell,  for  which  I  will 
pay  established  prices. 

"  Very  respectfully, 

'^THOS.  KICHAKDSON. 
"  Colonel  S.  Crispin." 
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Is  that  your  letter?— A.  I  believe  it  to  be  so. 

Q.  Was  that  the  application  which  you  made  for  the  arms  you  desired 
to  purchase  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  the  only  application  you  made  ? — A.  I  would  not  say  that. 
My  memory  is  not  sufficiently  exact  to  say  whether  it  is  the  only  one 
or  not. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  api)lication  before  that  i — A.  I  do  not  thiuki 
did ;  still  I  am  not  sure  about  that. 

Q.  The  transaction  being  one  of  considerable  pecuniary  importance, 
would  you  not  remember  when  you  made  your  first  application  for  arms 
you  desired  to  purchase! — A.  I  do  not  think  it  is  likely.  It  is  some 
time  since  it  took  place.  I  did  not  charge  my  memory-  with  it,  not  expect- 
ing to  be  called  upon  in  any  shape  or  form  about  it,  and  the  matter 
passed  entirely  from  my  memory. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  pecuniary  interest  in  the  purchase  at  all! 

The  Witness.  Is  that  pertinent  to  the  inquiry! 

Mr.  Stevenson.  That  goes  to  the  very  gist  of  it. 

The  Witness.  Whether  I  had  any  pecuniary  intei^est! 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  1  had. 

Q.  (by  Mr.  Schurz.)  Was  it  a  large  pecuniary  interest! — A.  That 
would  be  matter  of  opinion.    I  do  not  think  it  was. 

Q.  How  large  was  it ! — A.  It  amounted  to  something  like  $15,000. 

Q.  In  what  shape  ! — A.  In  the  shape  of  a  profit. 

Q.  And  you  say  you  cannot  remember  having  gone  through  a  tran»^ 
action  of  tliat  pecuniary  importance  when  you  made  the  application  for 
arms  ! — A.  I  cannot.    I  did  not  keep  any  copy  of  the  correspondence. 

Q.  There  is  also  on  record  from  you  a  telegram  to  Colonel  S.  Crispin: 

"Please  order  from  Treadwell  all  fifty-caliber  cartridges  possible  for 
to-morrow.    Must  have  not  less  than  25,000. 

"  KICHARDSON." 

Dated  at  the  Hoffman  House,  January  17,  1871.  Who  was  Tread- 
well  ! — A.  I  believe  him  to  be  the  commandant  of  the  Fraukford  arsenal. 

Q.  Do  you  know  him  to  be  the  commander  ? — A.  Only  from  informa 
tion. 

Q.  Did  you  know  it  at  the  time  ? — A.  I  suppose  I  did. 

Q.  From  whom  did  yon  get  the  information! — A.  I  really  cannot 
say. 

Q.  If  you  applied  for  arms  on  December  29, 1870,  and  applied  for 
cartridges  on  January  17, 1871,  how  did  you  know  the  number  of  the 
guns  which  jou  were  to  receive  ? — A.  As  I  understand  it,  there  was  no 
specific  number  which  the  Government  was  bound  to  deliver  me,  or 
which  I  was  bound  to  take.  They  were  arms  that  were  in  the  hands  of 
troops  and  in  the  arsenals,  as  I  understood,  and  I  do  not  suppose  tbe 
Ordnance  Ofiice  knew — I  certainly  did  not  know — how  many  arms  tbey 
would  have. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  required  to  put  up  a  margin  for  those  arms !— A. 
Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  correspondence  about  a  margin  ? — A.  Sot  iH*r 
sonally. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  personal  convei*sation  with  either  Genenil 
Dyer  or  Colonel  Crispin  about  it  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Then  the  Government  sold  amis  to  you  on  this  mere  application, 
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without  your  giving  any  guarantee  about  it  that  you  would  take  and 
pay  for  tiie  aruist — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  . 

Q.  You  were  to  pay  for  them  when  delivered  i — A.  I  suppose  that 
was  the  arrangement ;  they  were  paid  for  when  delivered. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 
Q.  In  that  first  dispatch  of  January  17, 1871,  you  said : 

**  Please  order  from  Treadwell  all  fifty-caliber  cartridges  possible  for 
to-morrow.     AFust  have  not  less  than  25,000. 

"  RICHARDSON, 

^^  Hoffman  IlouHeP 

Did  you  want  25,000  cartridges  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  would  you  do  with  25,000  cartridges  for  a  large  lot  of  guns  ? 
—A.  As  I  understand  that  telegram,  it  was  calling  for  25,000  in  one  de- 
livery. They  were  required,  I  suppose,  urgently.  It  did  not  limit  it  to 
2.5,000;  it  was  simpiv  urging  on  the  deliverv  of  them,  as  I  understand 
it. 

Q.  For  how  many  guns  would  they  have  been  ! — A.  I  do  not  know. 
The  usual  quantity  at  that  time  was  about  200  rounds  for  each  gun. 
That  is  a  matter  of  computation. 

Q.  Were  you  informed  about  it  then  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  many  cartridges  did  you  want  ? — A.  Altogether  I  had  about 
six  millions. 

Q.  Then  you  telegraphed  for  25,000  ? — A.  That  was  part  of  the  six 
millions. 

Q.  Ilere  is  the  answer  from  Colonel  Crispin :  "  Telegram  reads 
25,a(K).  Is  this  correct  ?  Answer."'  What  did  vou  conclude  from  that 
telegram  ? — A.  I  concluded  what  the  obvious  sense  of  it  is. 

Q.  Did  you  not  conclude  that  Colonel  Crispin  thought  your  asking 
for  25,000  cartridges  rather  queer  f — A.  ]S^o,  I  did  not.  I  will  say 
that  in  this  whole  matter  I  do  not  profess  myself,  and  did  not  at  that 
time,  to  understand  the  arms  business.  Mr.  Smoot — I  think  his  name 
bas  been  mentioned  in  this  inquiry  already — acted  in  that  instance,  with 
regard  to  all  the  details  of  the  matter,  as  ray  agent.  Those  telegrams 
were  unquestionably  prompted  by  him.  I  understand  that  telegram  to 
call  for  an  immediate  delivery  of  25,000  cartridges,  probably  for  a  ship- 
ment of  guns  that  had  been  received  about  that  time. 

Q.  Yon  were  then  in  New  York  ? — A.  I  suppose  I  was.  I  was  down 
there  a  great  deal  about  that  time. 

Q.  Being  at  New  York,  why  did  you  not  transact  any  business  you 
had  with  Colonel  Crispin  yourself! — A.  I  had  two  reasons  for  that.  In 
the  first  place,  I  was  not  so  competent  myself;  and,  in  the  second  place,  it 
was  a  matter  which  Mr.  v^moot  had  more  directly  in  charge  and  at- 
tended to. 

Q.  Who  was  Mr.  Smoot ! — A.  I  think  his  character  has  already  been 
explained  here.  lie  was  formerly  an  officer  in  the  United  States  Army, 
and  at  that  time,  as  I  understand,  was  on  leave  of  absence.  lie  had 
some  temporary',  or  conditional,  or  partial  arrangement  with  E.  liem- 
ington  &,  Sons  at  that  time. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  know  that  the  Government  had  breech- 
loading  arms  for  sale  ? — A.  I  presume  I  was  informed  of  that  fact  by 
either  E5.  Remington  &  Sons,  or  somebody  in  their  interest. 

Q.  Were  there  any  transactions  as  to  breech-loading  guns  between 
E.  Kemington  &  Sons  and  Colonel  Crispin  before  you  made  that  appli- 
cation for  breech-loading  guns  f — A.  I  had  not  had  any. 
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Q.  Were  you  informed  of  the  prices  wlieu  you  made  your  oflfer  on 
December  29,  1870  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  that. 

Q.  Had  you  been  in  the  arms  business  before  ? — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Kever  had  any  transaction  of  that  kind  before  ? — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  So  you  made  an  ofter  to  the  Government  for  all  the  breech-load- 
ing Springfields  they  could  scare  up  at  prices  which  you  did  not  know?— 
A.  At ''  established  prices,"  I  think,  was  the  t^rm. 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  by  *' established  prices?-' — A.  Tbe 
prices  at  which  the  Government  held  them. 

Q.  Did  you  know  at  what  prices  the  Government  held  them? — A.  1 
cannot  say  now  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Q.  Had  anybody  talked  to  you  about  those  prices  ? — A.  I  really  cannot 
say. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  correspondence  with  the  Ordnance  Bureau  about 
manufacturing  cartridges? — A.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  did  by  letter.  1 
think  if  any  took  place  it  was  through  Mr.  Smoot,  probably-. 

Q.  Were  you  informed  that  they  had  not  cartridges  enough  on 
hand  f — A.  I  really  (;annot  say ;  it  is  difficult  for  me  to  carry  my  mind 
back  to  that  point  of  time,  and  say  what  I  knew  then,  and  what  I  have 
learned  since. 

Q.  Did  you  not  consider  this  business  rather  a  serious  and  interesting 
one  for  you  f — A.  I  cannot  say  how  I  considered  it. 

Q.  Then  1  understand  you  to  say  that  the  only  application  you  made 
for  arms  was  this  dated  December  20, 1870,  and  reading  in  the  words  1 
have  quoted  f  Try  to  recollect  whether  this  was  the  only  application.— 
A.  I  have  tried,  and  I  cannot  recollect  it.  It  was  a  matter  that  pjissed 
entirely  from  my  recollection  in  regard  to  the  details  of  the  transaction. 
It  was  a  matter  which  I  never  exi>ected  to  be  inquired  of  in  any  shape 
or  form,  and  the  whole  transaction  was  conducted,  so  far  as  I  was  con- 
cerned, with  very  little  attention  to  the  details  of  it. 

Q.  When  did  you  engage  Mr.  Smoot  to  transact  this  business'  for 
you  ? — A.  At  or  about  that  time.  I  cannot  say  whether  before,  at  the 
time,  or  afterward;  but  not  far  from  that  time. 

Q.  Is  there  a  record  of  that  ? — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Tlien,  you  say  you  engaged  him  about  the  20th  of  December,  1870; 
is  that  it  ? — A.  I  cannot  fix  it  any  more  accurately  than  I  have.  I  have 
already  stated  that  I  do  not  know  whether  that  was  the  first  applica- 
tion that  I  made  or  not.  There  may  be  on  record,  or  there  may  have 
been  in  existence,  applications  anterior  to  that,  so  that  I  cannot  say.  lu 
fact  I  could  not  fix  the  month  if  it  were  not  for  having  looked  at  the 
^  matter,  seen  the  date  of  that  letter,  and  the  date  of  the  deliveries,  &c. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  correspondence  with  the  Ordnance  Burean 
about  the  manufacturing  of  cartridges? — A.  By  letter  I  do  not  think  I 
had.    I  do  not  know  that. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  correspondence  through  Mr.  Smoot  ? — A.  I  think 
very  likely. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  of  it  ? — A.  I  would  not  be  sui-e  of  it. 

Q.  You  had  to  pay  out  pretty  large  sums  of  money  for  these  car- 
tridges, and  I  think  you  should  recollect. — A.  I  knew  where  they  were 
going;  that  is,  I  knew  they  were  going  to  E.  Bemington  &  Sons. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  And  that  they  were  going  to  pay  for  them! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 
Q.  So  you  say  you  do  not  recollect  anything  about  those  proceed- 
ings ! — A.  I  think  I  have  told  you  all  I  do  recollect. 
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Q.  Who  induced  you  to  make  that  application  for  arras? — A.  E. 
Remington  &  Sons. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Smoot  about  cartridges 
and  the  quantity  of  arms  to  be  got,  before  you  made  that  application? — 
A.  I  think  very  likely  1  had  conversation,  both  with  Mr.  Smoot  and  Mr. 
Remington,  and  probably  Mr.  Squire;  I  cannot  si\y  which  of  them,  but 
I  think  very  likely  all  of  them. 

Q.  You  say,  distinctly,  that  jou  never  saw  Colonel  Crispin  or  General 
Dyer  about  that  time? — A.  I  never  saw  General  Dyer  in  my  life,  that  I 
know  of.  I  saw  Colonel  or  Major  Crispin  a  few  weeks  ago  for  the  first 
time. 

Q.  What  business  did  Mr.  Smoot  do  for  you  ? — A.  He  was  in  New 
York  a  considerable  part  of  the  time ;  inspected  the  arms.  His  busi- 
ness was  to  see  that  the  arras  were  right,  and  to  urge  forward  the  deliv- 
eries, and  to  take  charge  of  it  generally. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  do  any  other  business  for  you  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  he  then  in  the  employment  of  E.  Remingtou  &  Sons  ? — A.  1 
think  he  was,  partially. 

Q.  How  partially? — A.  They  did  not  engage  his  whole  time  and 
attention.  He  had  the  opi)ortunity  and  the  right  to  engage  in  outside 
tmnsiietions,  as  T  understood. 

Q.  Have  you  business  connection  with  E.  Eemington  &  Sons? — A.  Not 
any. 

Q.   Did  you  have  theti? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  Itemington  Agricultur/il  Company  ? — 
A.  I  have  been  one  of  the  directors  and  vice-president  of  that  company 
for  several  years,  but  I  desire  to  say  that  the  simple  fact  that  it  is  called 
the  "Remington  Agricultural  Works"  is  not  indicative  at  all  that  the 
liemingtous  own  it.  They  only  own  a  [/ortion  of  the  stock ;  they  d6 
not  own  even  a  majority  of  it. 

Q.  Has  that  business  an^^  connection  with  the  manufacturing  estab- 
lishment of  the  Remingtons  at  Ilion  f — A.  Not  in  any  degree. 

Q.  Is  it  a  stock  concern  f — A.  A  stock  concern — ^au  incorporated 
company. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  the  stockholders  are  ? — A.  I  can  tell  you  a  great 
manv  of  them. 

Q.  Is  there  any  of  this  stock  in  the  market  f — A.  My  impression  is 
that  the  Remingtons  hold  about  two-fifths  of  it.  The  rest  is  held  by 
outside  parties.  It  is  held  in  Troy  and  in  Utica,  and  I  think  some  in 
Baltimore;  it  formerly  was;  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  owned  by 
parties  there  now  or  not.  Some  is  held  by  parties  in  Ilion  and  Albany. 
It  is  an  open  concern,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned. 

Q.  Did  you  make  an  application  for  a  limited  number  of  breech-load- 
ers f— A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  So  the  application  that  you  made  was  for  all  you  could  get  f — ^A. 
That  is  my  impression.  The  desire  was  to  get  all  that  could  be  obtained. 
The  Government  did  not  know  how  many  they  could  furnish,  and,  as  I 
understand  it,  there  was  no  binding  contract  whatever. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  asked  by  the  Ordnance  Bureau  to  give  them  any 
security  for  the  performance  of  the  contract  on  your  side  f — ^A.  I  do  not 
understand  that  there  was  any  contract  on  my  side,  any  further  than 
that  when  they  had  a  lot  of  arms  to  sell,  if  I  was  still  willing  to  take 
them  under  the  general  proposition  in  my  letter,  I  could  take  them  and 
pay  for  them. 

Q.  Was  there  any  suggestion  made  to  you  on  the   part  of  the 
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Ordnance  Bureau  that  you  should  furnish  security  for  any  lot  of  arms? 
— A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  not. 

Q.  Was  there  notice  given  to  you  when  arms  came  in  to  be  delivered? 
— A.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  received  a  notice  personally.  In  some 
cases  I  probably  did,  but  in  a  majority  of  cases  I  think  Mr.  Smoot  got 
it. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Smoot  continually  in  New  York  at  that  time! — A.  He 
was  there,  I  think,  the  greater  portion  of  the  time.  I  was  there  some 
of  the  time  myself. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  made  no  profession  of  any  skill  or  knowledge  in  .arms ! — A. 
No,  sir,  and  do  not  now.    I  know  something  about  them. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Smoot  a  man  skilled  in  arms  and  ordnance  stores  ? — A. 
He  was  an  expert. 

Q.  Was  he  employed  part  of  the  time  by  the  Remingtons  for  that 
reason  ? — A.  That  is  as  I  understand  it. 

Q.  Whatever  arms  or  ordnance  stores  you  got,  did  you  have  an  agree- 
ment with  the  Remingtons  that  they  would  take  from  you,  and  pay  a 
commission  on  the  price  which  you  agreed  to  pay  the  Government?—- 
A.  Certainly. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Were  you  the  attorney  of  Mr.  Remington  f — A.  1  never  had  any 
general  retainer  from  Mr.  llemington.  They  employed  me  as  they  em- 
ploy other  persons,  wlienever  they  chose. 

Q.  Did  they  so  employ  you  ! — A.  I  do  not  know.  I  might  say  yes,  I 
think,  but  still  they  have  employed  other  attorneys  as  well. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Did  you  write  the  letter  of  the  29th  of  December,  1870,  yourself? 
— A.  I  think  I  did.  I  think  it  very  likelj'^  the  letter  may  have  been 
drawn  up  for  me  and  I  signed  it.  I  do  not  know  how  that  is ;  I  cannot 
tell.  I  know  that  receipts  were  sent  to  me  always  for  my  personal  si{?- 
nature,  for  arms  that  were  received,  and  I  signed  them  myself. 

Q.  You  hav^e  no  remembrance  of  where  you  signed  that  letler  ? — A. 
I  presume  it  was  done  at  llion. 

Q.  Have  you  any  distinct  remembrance  about  the  letter  ? — A.  1  have 
not.  The  whole  thing  passed  entirely  from  my  memory,  excej)t  the  gist 
of  the  matter — that  is,  that  I  had  x)urchased  certain  arms  and  had  sold 
them  to  Remington.  As  to  dates,  and  quantities,  and  i^rices,  and  the 
minutiae  of  the  matter,  I  never  expected  to  be  called  upon  to  furnish 
*those,  and  did  not  charge  my  memorj-  with  them.  The  whole  thing,  as 
is  very  obvious  to  this  committee,  or  any  one,  was  done  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining  these  arms  from  the  United  States  Government  forE. 
Remington  &  Sons  indirectly,  as  they  could  not  obtain  them  them- 
selves. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  You  say  that  you  signed  receipts  for  arms  that  were  delivered!— 
A.  1  think  for  all  the  arms  delivered. 

Q.  Where  did  you  sign  those  receipts! — A.  At  llion. 

Q.  Where  were  the  arms  delivered  t — A.  The  arms  were  delivered  in 
New  York,  as  I  understand. 

Q.  And  you  signed  receipts  at  llion  f — A.  I  think  I  can  enlighten  you 
in  a  moment.  The  receipts  that  were  signed  by  Starbuck  were,  as  1 
understand,  simply  temporary  dock  or  tally  receipts — I  do  not  know 
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jastthe  technical  term  to  apply  to  them;  they  were  only  intended  to 
serve  a  temporary  purpose,  and  there  were  mailed  to  me  at  llion  formal 
receipts. 

Q.  By  whom  ! — A.  I  do  not  know.    I  mailed  them  to  Colonel  Crispin. 

Q.  You  say  Starbuck's  receipts  were  mailed  to  you  at  llion  f— A.  'No 
I  say  the  blank  receipts  for  those  arms  were  mailed  to  me  at  llion,  for 
my  signature. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  The  formal  receipts  ?-^A.  The  formal  receipts,  to  be  on  file  in  the 
Ordnance  Office,  as  I  understand.  They  were  mailed  to  me  from  time 
to  time,  as  the  transactions  occurred,  and  I  signed  them,  and  mailed 
them  to  Colonel  Crispin. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  the  sum  total  of  those  receipts  was  made  up  from  the  checks 
sigued  by  Starbuck  ? — A.  So  I  understand. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  checks  signed  by  Starbuck  f — ^A.  I  have  never 
seen  them. 

Q.  Did  you  write  a  letter  to  Starbuck  authorizing  him  to  sign  for 
you? — A.  I  understand  I  did.  I  have  no  personal  recollection  of  it. 
Mr.  Stai'back,  as  I  understand,  was  a  gentleman  who  held  himself  out 
to  any  one  as  a  sort  of  receiving  clerk,  and,  among  others,  he  was  re- 
quested to  receive  these  goods  for  me. 

Q.  Who  told  you  about  him  thenf — A.  I  cannot  Scay,  I  am  sure. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  He  was  recommended  to^'ou  as  a  proper  person  to  do  that  work  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  this  business  was  done  in  your 
name,  though  in  reality  by  othA'  persons ;  is  that  it  ? — A.  I  think  I 
transacted  the  correspondence  myself,  and  I  signed  the  receipts  myself. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Do  you  think  you  conducted  all  the  correspoiulence  yourself? — A. 
I  think  so,  and  still  I  would  not  swear  to  it. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  any  copies  of  your  letters  were  re- 
tained ? — A.  I  did  not  keep  any.    I  do  not  copy  my  letters  usually. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  do  not  know  whether  this  letter 
was  written  by  you  or  where  it  was  written  ? — A.  I  say  I  suppose  I 
^T^ote  it,  but  I  would  not  swear  to  that.  I  have  no  doubt  I  wrote  that 
letter. 

Q.  Where  do  you  think  you  wrote  it  ? — A.  I  think  I  wrote  it  at  llion. 

Q.  At  what  place  in  llion  ! — A.  In  my  office. 

Q.  Not  in  the  office  of  E.  Eemington  &  Sons  ! — A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Would  you  keep  a  copy  of  the  letter  ! — A.  No,  sir;  it  is  a  practice 
that  I  have  not  followed — the  keeping  of  copies  of  my  letters — except  it 
be  something  that  I  desire  to  keep  a  copy  of  particularly ;  and  then  I 
do  it  manually. 

Q.  Did  you  not  consider  this  important ! — A.  I  did  not  at  the  time. 

By  Mr.  SCHUEZ : 
Q.  If  you  employed  Mr.  Smoot  aft^r  you  made  that  offer  for  all  the 
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breech-loading  arms  on  tlie  29tli  of  December,  1870,  have  you  any  idea 
how  long  after  it  may  have  been  1 — A.  Very  likely  it  took  place  cou- 
temporaueously ;  I  do  not  know,  but  some  time  near  that. 

Q.  You  think  you  did  not  employ  him  long  before ! — A.  I  think  1 
emx)loyed  him  at  that  time.  As  I  have  stated,  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  is  the  first  letter  or  not.  Whenever  this  question  was  mooted,  when- 
ever it  was  brought  up,  I  think  about  that  time  the  understanding  be- 
tween myself  and  Mr.  Smoot  was,  that  he  was  to  act  for  me  iu  the 
capacity  that  I  have  named. 

Q.  Did  you  make  application  for  arms  to  anybody  else  but  the  Onl 
nance  Bureau  authorities  H — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  So  that  all  the  applications  for  arms  you  made  must  have  been 
addressed  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau  ? — A.  That  is  my  impression. 

By  Mr.  Steatsnson  : 

Q.  When  did  Eemington  &  Sons  first  ask  you  to  make  this  bid  ?— A. 
I  cannot  tell  you.  As  I  have  already  stated,  if  it  w  ere  not  for  the  date 
of  the  correspondence,  and  the  date  of  the  deliveries,  I  have  nothing  iu 
my  memory  to  even  fix  the  month  when  this  thing  was  done. 

"Q.  Have  you  nothing  in  your  memory  which  enables  you  to  say  when 
the  conversation  between  you  and  Remington,  by  which  you  were  to 
become  a  bidder,  took  place  ? — A.  No ;  I  have  not.  It  must  have  taken 
place  about  that  time.  There  may  have  been  some  previous  corres- 
pondence. As  I  have  stated,  I  do  not  know  how  that  fact  is ;  but  if 
there  was,  unquestionably  the  conversation  took  place  prior  to  the  first 
correspondence. 

Q.  Did  Bemington  and  Sons  first  propose  to  you  to  bid  for  them  f— 
A.  \'es,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Whyf — A.   Because  they  wanted  the  arms,  and  they  could  not 
purchase  them  directly  from  the  Government. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  :  % 

Q.  Did  they  tell  you  the  reason  that  they  could  not  ? — A.  I  hsive  no 
doubt  they  informed  me  of  the  fact  that  the  Government  would  not 
deal  with  them  directly.  I  have  no  present  recollection  of  that,  but  I 
think  I  must  have  known  it  at  that  time. 

Q.  Do  you  not  remember  now  when  and  where  was  the  first  conver- 
sation in  which  Remington  &  Sons  asked  you  to  become  their  agent 
in  the  purchase  of  these  arms  ! — A.  I  have  no  present  recollection. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  it  was  orally  or  by  writing! — A  Un- 
questionably orally ;  I  have  no  doubt  of  that. 

Q.  And  you  have  no  doubt  it  was  at  llion  ! — A .  I  would  not  say.  1 
was  a  great  deal  at  New  York  about  that  time,  and  I  was  stopping  at 
the  Hoffman  House,  where  Mr.  Eemington  was  stopping.  I  was  con- 
templating going  with  him  to  Europe  when  he  returned,  and  I  did  so  in 
the  following  April.  He  was  expecting  to  return  earlier  than  that,  and 
I  was  making  my  arrangements  to  go  with  him,  and  I  was  there  a  good 
deal  in  company  with  him. 

Q.  You  have  now  no  distinct  remembrance,  though,  either  of  the 
time  or  place  Remington  proposed  to  you  to  become  a  bidder,  or  any 
reason  given  by  Remington  why  you  should  become  a  bidder? — A  I 
deduced  the  reason,  as  I  have  stated  before. 

Q.  My  question  is,  have  you  any  personal  recollection  of  it  f — A.  I 
can  answer,  No,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  application  for  200  rounds  of  cartridfres  to  each 
^nii  f — A.  I  think  tbat  was  done. 

Q.  Did  you  make  it  in  writing? — A.  I  believe  it  was. 

Q.  Did  you  agree  with  anybody  about  tlie  price  to  be  paid  for  those 
cartridges  f— A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  With  whom  If — A.  I  eitlier  did  myself,  or  through  Mr.  8moot.  As 
I  stated  before,  I  presume  very  likely  he  did  it. 

Q.  Did  you  write  a  letter  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau  about  those  cart- 
ridges?— A.  I  have  no  present  recollection  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  give  Mr.  Smoot  a  written  power  of  attorney  in  those 
things?— A.  Xo,  sir;  1  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  lie  had  a  mere  verbal  authority  from  you! — A.  I  think  that  was 
all. 

Q.  Did  yon  introduce  him  personally  to  the  officials  at  the  Ordnance 
Office? — A.  Xo,  sir ;  he  was  very  well  known  there,  I  think. 

Q.  So  he  went  there  with  only  verbal  authority  from  you  ? — A.  I  think 
tbat  was  all.  I  have  already^  stated  that  I  do  not  think  Colonel  Smoot 
cl(»sed  any  transactions  for  me.  I  think  those  were  done  by  myself,  by 
correspondence;  that  is  my  impression. 

Q.  Xow  there  is  no  correspondence  from  you  on  record  about  those 
cartridges  excent  the  two  telegrams ;  at  least  none  is  reported  to  this 
committee  except  such  as  turns  on  those  25,000  which  you  wanted.  Do 
YOU  remember  whether  any  correspondence  passed  between  you  and  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  about  these  cartridges? — A.  I  have  no  present  re- 
collection of  it ;  but  I  think  there  did.    That  is  my  best  imi)ression. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  that  you  had  any  correspondence  about  the 
price  f — A.  I  think  very  likely  the  correspondence  included  the  price. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  had  any^  correspondence  with  the 
Orduance  Bureau  about  some  difficulty  in  getting  those  cartridges 
manufactured  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  had  personally. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  of  those  difficulties'? — A.  1  think  I  did. 

(],  From  whom  f — A.  I  do  not  know ;  it  was  probably  in  a  casual 
way;  I  cannot  say  now.  As  I  stated  before,  it  is  very  difficult  for  me 
to  can-y  my  mind  back  to  tliat  point  of  time,  and  say  what  I  then  knew 
and  what  I  have  learned  since,  and  I  would  not  wish  to  be  understood 
as  averring  as  a  positive  fact  that  I  even  knew  that. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Smoot  stop  at  the  Hoffman  House  also  ? — A.  1  think  he 
<lid  generally. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Remington  in  New  York  about  the  time  when  you  cor- 
responded with  the  Ordnance  Bureau  in  reference  to  the  cartridges  *? — 
A.  Mr.  Remington  was  in  New  York  the  greater  portion  of  the  time, 
if  not  entirely,  from  the  beginning  of  December,  when  he  came  over 
from  France,  to  some  time  in  the  early  part  of  April.  He  visited  Ilion 
occasionally,  and  I  think  he  went  out  to  Chicago ;  I  am  not  certain  about 
that;  but  he  was  in  New  York  most  of  the  time. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  about  this  cartridge 
business! — A.  I  have  no  doubt  I  did. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  about  the  difficulties  to  be  overcome  in  regard  to 
manufacturing  the  cartridges  f — A.  I  have  no  present  recollection  of  it. 
I  have  since  learned  that  there  is  some  letter  which  states  there  was  a 
difficulty,  and  that  is  probably  where  I  have  got  my  mind  fixed  on  the 
fact. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Remington  was  then  in  frequent  con- 
ference with  the  officers  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  at  New  lork  f — A.  I 
have  no  idea  on  that  subject  whatever. 
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By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Did  yon  have  a  written  contract  with  the  Remingtons  as  to  your 
profit  f — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  What  were  the  terms  of  the  arrangement  orally  by  which  yoawere 
to  realize  $15,000  ? — A.  The  terms  of  the  transaction  were  that  I  was  to 
make  a  profit  npon  the  cartridges. 

Q.  In  what  way  f — A.  $2  50  a  thousand. 

Q.  How  were  yon  to  realize  the  $2  50 1 — A.  They  were  to  pay  it  to 
me. 

Q.  They  were  to  pay  you  just  so  much  ? — A.  Just  so  niu^'li  more  than 
I  paid. 

Bv  Mr.  SciiURZ : 

Q.  On  cartridges  f — A.  On  cartridges.  The  arms  were  invoiced  attbe 
same  price. 

Q.  And  now  you  do  not  remember  the  circumstances  which  took  place 
in  regard  to  those  cartridges  f — A.  I  do  not  remember  how  the  contract 
was  made  between  them. 

Q.  Your  whole  profit  depended  on  the  cartridges  ? — A.  I  understood 
at  the  time  of  the  transaction  that  it  was  an  entire  transaction ;  that  the 
arms  were  not  purchased  nnless  the  cartridges  could  be  furnished  with 
them. 

Q.  That  is  not  what  I  am  talking  about.  Ypur  whole  profit  turued 
on  those  cartridges,  did  it  not ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now.  you  do  not  remember  anything  that  took  i)lace  with  regard  to 
the  diflficulties  in  obtaining  those  cartridges  t — A.  I  tliink,  if  there  were 
any  difficulties,  they  were  probably  settled  before  the  contract  was  made. 
I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Before  the  contract  was  made  between  you  and  Remington !— A. 
Before  the  contract  was  made  between  me  and  the  Ordnance}  OflBee  for 
the  guns. 

Q.  You  say  probably  the  difficulties  were  removed  before  the  contract 
for  the  guns  if — A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  wereanj^  difficulties.  I  have 
not  stated  that;  I  cannot  tell  whether  there  were  or  not.  I  have  no 
personal  recollection  of  anything  of  the  kind.  I  have  since  heard  that 
there  was  something  said  in  a  letter  about  difficulties,  and  that  is  prob- 
ably where  1  have  got  my  ideas  from.  I  do  not  remember  that  at  the 
time  there  were  any. 

Q.  Did  you  know  at  the  time  that  the  cartridges  had  to  be  manu- 
factured ? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  1  heard  you  say  you  had  a  profit  of  $15, 000.  Was  that  the  actual 
profit,  or  was  it  a  contract  for  a  profit  of  $15,000  ! — A.  I  purchased  the 
cartridges  from  the  United  States  Government  at  $35  a  thousand.  I 
invoiced  them  to  E.  Kemington  &  Sons  at  $37  50, 

Q.  And  that  made  the  $15, 000  f — A.  Yes,  sir  ;  in  round  numbers. 

Q.  Your  contract  then  was,  that  yon  were  to  buy  as  many  csirtridges 
as  they  wanted  and  you  could  get,  and  you  were  to  receive  a  profit  of 
$2  50  a  thousand  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  contract  was  made  with  yon  ! — A.  Between  Remington 
and  me. 

Q.  And  was  oral  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Made  where? — A.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  think  very  likely  at  IHon. 
There  may  have  been  more  than  one  conversation  about  it,  and  I  cannot 
say  where  it  was  initiated  or  concluded. 

Q.  Since  you  have  been  summoned  as  a  witness  here,  have  you  takea 
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any  pains  to  refresh  your  ineniory,  eitber  by  seeing  what  writings  there 
were,  what  evidences  or  muniments  as  to  when  you  made  your  applica- 
tion!— A.  You  mean  by  looking  over  the  testimony! 

Q.  No;  but  where  were  you  when  you  were  summoned! — A.  I  was  at 
Ilion  when  I  received  the  telegram.  I  received  it  on  Saturday  evening, 
the  23d.    I  left  on  Sunday  evening. 

Q.  After  you  received  that  telegram,  did  you  put  yourself  to  any 
trouble  to  see  whether  there  was  any  memorandum  in  writing  by  whicli 
.you  could  refresh  your  memory  and  state  when  this  transaction  oc- 
curred ! — A.  I  had  previously  looked.  I  expected  to  be  called  as  a 
witness,  and  I  examined  my  pa])ers  with  a  view  of  ascertaining  that 
fact;  but  I  could  not  find  that  1  had  anything  to  refresh  my  memory. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Was  any  other  party  interested  with  you  in  the  cartridge  con- 
tract f  Was  there  nobody  deriving  any  profit  from  it  but  you  ! — A.  Not 
anybody. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Who  paid  Smoot! — A.  E.  Remington  &  Sons. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  they  paid  him  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Was  it  understood  that  he  was  to  be  your  adviser,  and  to  be  paid 
by  Kemington,  before  you  advised  with  him! — A.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  stated, 
he  was  partially  in  their  employ  at  the  time ;  he  had  only  very  recently 
come  there,  I  think  only  a  month  or  so  before.  As  I  learned  from  him, 
he  had  a  contract  with  them  whereby  he  was  not  engaged  for  any  spe- 
cific time,  but  was  to  be  at  liberty  to  engage  in  outside  transactions. 
Since  then  I  understand  he  has  made  a  contract  with  them  whereby 
they  command  his  entire  time. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Who  paid  Starbuck  ! — A.  I  suppose  E.  Kemington  &  Sons. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  considered  yourself  acting,  from  first  to  last,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Eemingtons  in  the  entire  transactions! — A.  Precisely.  I  think  I 
have  already  stated  that  substantially. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  published  statement  from  the  Department  shows  the  time 
when  you  made  your  proposal  for  these  breech-loaders! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  If  there  was  any  other  conversation  between  you  and  the  Keming- 
tons  in  relation  to  your  contract,  was  it  or  not  at  about  that  time! — A. 
Unquestionabl}'. 

Q.  If  there  were  earlier  correspondence,  earlier  propositions,  of  which 
you  have  no  recollection,  was  or  was  not  your  contract  with  them  niiade 
about  the  time  your  proposition  was  made,  whenever  it  was! — A.  Cer- 
tainly. If  I  have  not  stated,  I  meant  to  state,  that  whenever  the  first 
communication  took  i)lace,  whenever  I  put  myself  in  communication, 
either  directly  or  indirectly  through  Mr.  Smoot,  with  the  Ordnance 
Office,  shortly  prior  to  that  time  I  had  an  arrangement  with  the  Bem- 
ingtous,  whereby  they  were  to  take  what  arms  and  cartridges  I 
purchased. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  How  shortly  before! — A.  I  do  not  know,  but  immeliately  preiccl- 
ing;  I  have  no  doubt  within  a  few  day^. 
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Q.  What  would  you  call  a  few  days — five  or  six  days! — A..  Ihave 
only  got  a  general  idea  with  regard  to  it;  I  think  it  is  very  likely  it  may 
have  been  within  a  week  5  still,  I  would  not  swear  to  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  Mr.  llemington  returned  from  Europe?— A.  I 
am  not  certain,  but  I  think  it  was  from  the  1st  to  the  4th  of  December. 

Q.  Was  it  not  about  the  9th! — A.  I  think  it  was  about  the  4tb;  that 
is  my  impression. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  immediately  afterward? — A.  I  really  cannot  siiy. 

Q.  Where  did  you  see  him  first? — A.  I  think  in  New  York;  that  is 
my  impression,  but  I  cannot  say  certainly. 


Washington,  March  27, 1872. 
Herman  Funke  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  testified  before  the  House  committee  yesterday  or  the  day 
before? — A.  Yesterday. 

Q.  I  have  not  seen  your  testimony,  and  I  do  not  know  therefore 
what  you  may  know,  but  somebody  suggested  that  you  were  testifying 
there,  and  we  want  all  the  information  we  can  get.  Kow,  will  you  tes- 
tify what  you  know  in  relation  to  this  matter  of  investigation ;  I  put 
that  general  question  to  you  ? — A.  I  snx)pose  you  want  to  know  in  regard 
to  the  October  sale  ? 

Mr.  Ames.  I  suggest  that  in  the  first  place  the  witness  had  better 
state  who  he  is. 

Q.  (by  the  Chairman.)  Where  do  you  reside  ? — A.  College  Point, 
Queens  County,  Long  Island. 

Q.  Where  do  you  do  business  ? — A.  101  and  103  Duane  street,  Xew 
York. 

Q.  As  a  member  of  a  firm  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  firm  of  Boker  &  Co. 

Q.  You  are  of  that  firm  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  proceed  and  give  us  any  information  you  i>ossess  in  relation 
to  the  resolution  under  which  we  are  acting. — A.  I  was  asked  yester- 
day, by  the  House  committee,  in  regard  to  the  October  sale  of  small- 
arms.  I  stated,  that  at  the  time  when  I  had  the  first  notice  of  the  sale, 
I  went  to  Consul  General  lioesing,  the  North  German  consul,  and 
acquainted  him  with  the  fact ;  but  that  was  the  day  before  the  sale,  and 
thinking  that  his  action  probably  would  be  somewhat  delayed,  I  con- 
cluded to  go  on  to  Washington  myself  that  night,  which  I  did. 

By  Mr.  SonuRZ : 

Q.  How  did  you  get  the  notice  ? — A.  I  really  forget  how  I  got  the 
notice.  1  think  I  got  it  through  some  other  arms-dealers.  I  had 
not  received  a  notice  myself,  and  that  accounts  for  the  delay.  On 
my  arrival  here  1  went  immediately  to  the  house  of  Baron  Yon  Gerolf, 
and  acciuainted  him  with  the  fact,  and  made  a  proposal  to  him.  I  said 
I  would  buy,  in  the  firm's  name,  all  the  arms  proposed,  if  he  would  guar- 
antee to  me  the  20  per  cent,  margin  which  the  Governmeirt  demanded 
from  the  purchaser.  He  told  me  he  himself  could  not  do  so ;  that,  inas 
much  as  he  was  not  authorized  by  his  government,  of  course  he  could 
not  entertain  the  idea ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  asked  me  what  I  thon|i:lit 
he  had  better  do  about  it,  and  I  suggested  to  him  to  telegraph  on  to  his 
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pfovernment,  which  he  did.  As  the  bids  were  written  out  to  be  made  for 
that  very  day,  I  went  immediately  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau  or  the  War 
Department,  and  requested  a  postponement  of  the  sale,  as  I  intended  to 
make  a  hid  for  the  whole  lot,  Jind  I  had  not  heard  from  my  friends  yet; 
and,  I  think,  on  that  ground  the  sale  was  postponed  from  the  13th  to  the 
17th.  On  the  17th,  about  12  o'clock,  I  think.  Baron  Von  Gerolt  received 
a  message  from  Bismarck,  as  I  understood,  stating  that  he  did  not  want 
the  Jirms,  and  did  not  wish  him  to  do  anything  about  them.  Thereupon 
I  went  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  and  made  a  bid,  which  I  thought  I  was 
bound  to  do,  as  I  had  of  course  been  instrumental  in  postponing  the  sale, 
as  well  as  to  show  the  other  arms-de«alers  that  we  were  not  behindhand. 
Tlien  I  acquired  50,000  on  that  sale. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  That  is,  you  bought  50,000  ?— A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  was  awarded  50,000 
Springfields,  at  $12  10. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  was  on  your  bid  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  which  I  sold  the  next  day  to 
Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham.  That  is  about  the  sum  and  substance  of 
it,  I  believe. 


Washington,  March  27, 1872. 
Charles  Stoiner  appeared. 

The  Chairman.  In  obedience  to  the  vot«  of  the  committee,  Senator, 
a  summons  was  issued  for  your  appearance  this  morning.  I  put  the 
question  again  to  you 

Mr.  Sumner.  Has  the  summons  been  returned  ?  I  have  something 
to  say  if  it  has. 

The  Chairman.  It  has  been. 

Mr.  Sumner.  I  wish  the  clerk  to  be  good  enough  to  read  the  sum- 
mons. 

The  clerk  thereupon  read  the  summons. 

Mr.  SmiNER.  I  have  asked  to  have  the  summons  read,  and  I  make 
the  further  request  that  it  shall  be  recorded  verbatim  in  the  transactions 
of  the  committee  as  read  at  my  request,  because  I  wish  to  make  a  pro- 
test with  regard  to  it,  which  I  think  the  committee  must  have  antici- 
pated. 

I  appercr  because  I  would  not  fail  in  anything  of  courtesy  to  any  of 
my  brethren  of  the  Senate;  but  I  suppose  the  committee  are  aware 
that  this  is  probably  the  first  time  that  any  such  document  has  ever 
been  addressed  to  a  Senator.  I  think  they  must  be  aware  that  it  is 
contrary  to  correct  principle.  I  supi)ose  the  highest  authority  on  x^ar- 
lianientary  law  in  our  country — indeed,  unquestionably  it  is;  I  need  not 
make  any  supposition — is  the  work  of  Mr.  Cushing. 

Mr.  CAurEXTER.  Let  me  understand,  as  one  member  of  the  commit- 
tee. Do  I  understand  you  to  make  any  motion  in  regard  to  the.  sntn- 
inons  i 

Mr.  Sumner.  1  have  not  the  honor  to  be  a  member  of  tht»  coinmitt*-i', 
but  I  am  appearing  here  and  protesting  against  the  summon'^  an  a  H^mi- 
ator. 

The  CuAiRMAN.  As  binding  upon  you  ! 

Mr.  Sumner.  As  binding  upon  me,' and  as  proper  to  U-  ;*^'iM  by  the 
committee  to  a  Senator. 
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The  Chairman.  Let  the  summons,  verbatim,  be  incorporated  into 
our  proceedings  5  it  is  a  part  of  them  ;  and  now  we  will  hear  the  Sena- 
tor. 

The  summons  is  as  follows : 

United  States  of  America, 

Congress  of  pie  ITnited  States : 

To  Hon.  Charles  Sumner,  United  States  Senator,  Washington,  D.  C, 

greeting : 

Pursuant  to  lawful  authority,  you  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear 
before  the  Select  Committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  in 
vestigate  all  sales  of  ordnance  stores  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1871,  and  for  other  i)urposes,  on  Wednesday,  March  27,  1872,  at  lOJ 
o'clock  a.  m.,  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Territories,  in  the  Sen- 
ate wing  of  Capitol  at  Washington,  then  and  there  to  testify  what  you 
may  know  relative  to  the  subject-matters  under  consideration  by  said 
committee. 

Hereof. fail  not,  as  you  will  answer  your  default  under  the  pains  and 
penalties  in  such  cases  made  and  provided. 

To  John  E.  French,  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  to  serve  and  return. 

Given  under  my  hand,  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  26th  day  of 
March,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sev- 
enty-two. 

H.  HAMLIN, 
Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee, 

Return, 

WASHiNaTON,  D.  C,  March  27, 1872. 

In  tlie  afternoon  of  the  26th  instant,  made  service  of  the  within  sab 
pcena  by  stating  its  purjwrt  to  Mr.  Sumner,  and  by  delivering  the  samo 
to  him  lor  his  perusal. 

JOHN  R.  FRENCH, 
Sergeant-at-Arms  United  States  Senate. 

Mr.  Sumner.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  believe  it  is  without  pre- 
cedent. I  content  myself  with  reading  a  statement  of  the  law,  as  stated 
by  Mr*  Cushing : 

"  But  when  the  attendance  of  a  member  is  required  before  a  select 
committee,  which  has  a  general  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records,  it  is  customary  to  request  such  member  to  come,  without  ad- 
dressing a  summons  to  him  in  the  ordinary  form.  If  the  member  so  re- 
quested refuses  to  attend  and  give  his  evidence,  the  committee  is  to  in- 
form the  House  of  such  refusal.  The  House  may  then,  if  it  thinks 
proper,  make  an  order  for  the  attendance  of  the  member  before  the 
committee.  A  member  may  also  submit  himself  to  examination  as  a 
witness  without  any  order  of  the  House.^ 

1  take  it  that  is  the  law — law  in  England,  and  also  law  in  Washin? 
ton.  I  take  it  that  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  certainly  in  an  in- 
quiry like  that  now  before  this  committee,  is  not  amenable  to  any  sum- 
mons, and  I  make  my  protest  against  the  issue  of  a  summons.  I  desire 
that  protest  to  become  of  record  in  these  transactions,  regarding  its 
issue  as  a  bad  precedent,  which  ought  to  be  condemned.  But  the  law 
says  a  member  may  waive  his  priAilege.    I  now  waive  mine,  and  z\> 
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pear  before  the  committee.  I  understood  the  Senator  wbo  occupies  the 
chair  to  ask  me  if  I  was  ready  to  testify.    Was  that  the  inquiry  ! 

The  Chairxean.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Sumner.  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  file  another  protest,  rendered 
necessar}'  by  the  present  aspect  of  the  case,  which,  with  your  permis- 
sion, I  will  read,  being  entitled,  "  Second  protest.'^ 

Mr.  Sumner  thereupon  read  a  protest. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  that  the  two  protests  which 
have  been  read  here  by  Mr.  Sumner  be  returned  to  him,  upon  this 
groand :  they  are  an  impeachment  of  the  Senate  in  a  matter  wherein 
tbe  Senate  has  acted ;  they  are  disrespectful,  highly  so,  to  this  comr 
luittee.  It  is  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  world,  I  think,  that  a 
witness  has  assumed  to  impeach  the  capacity  of  the  judge  on  the  bench 
to  examine  him.  I  move,  for  those  reasons,  that  both  protests  be  returned 
to  him,  and  be  not  embodied  in  the  proceedings  of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  There  are  but  five  members  present.  Would  you 
not  prefer  to  take  a  vote  on  your  motion  in  a  full  committee  f 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Very  well. 

The  Chairman.  You  will  be  sworn,  Mr.  Sumner. 

Mr.  Sumner.  Before  taking  the  oath  I  wish  to  say  that  I  protest 
against  the  acting  chairman  as  disqualified. 

The  Chairman:  Yes,  sir;  we  understood  that  before. 

Mr.  Sumner.  I  wish  to  make  that  protest  constantly. 

The  Chairman  thereupon  administered  the  oath  to  Mr.  Sumner. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Here,  Senator,  is  the  resolution  under  which  we  are  acting — your 
own  resolution,  [handing  to  the  witness  a  copy  of  the  resolution. J  Now 
will  you  state  to  the  committee  any  evidence  which  you  have  in  relation 
to  any  and  all  parts  of  the  resolution ;  and  will  you  also  give  us  the 
names  of  any  witnesses  whom  you  suppose  may  be  summoned  that  will 
enable  us  to  get  at  the  facts  stated  in  the  resolution  ? — A.  Before  an- 
swering that,  I  renew  my  protest. 

The  Chairman.  We  shall  understand  that  all  along. — A.  I  am 
answering,  and  I  renew  my  protest  to  the  competency  of  the  acting 
chairman  to  address  any  question  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  We  "understand  that ;  and  do  you  therefore  refuse 
to  answer  f 

The  Witness.  I  beg  pardon ;  no. 

The  Chairman.  Then  we  will  listen  to  your  answer. 

The  Witness.  I  say  I  do  it  under  protest- 

The  Chairman.  We  understand  that. 

The  Witness.  Perhaps,  then,  I  might  begin  at  the  beginning. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  about  the  best  place  to  begin,  I  think.— -A.  I 
observe  that  Mr.  Morton,  in  debate,  announced  that  the  proposed  pro- 
ceeding against  the  administration  on  account  of  the  sale  of  arms  was 
known  some  five  months  in  advance.  He  said  that  he  knew  of  it.  He 
did  not  say  how,  but  he  stated  specifically,  with  great  energy  of  lan- 
guage, that  he  did  kuow  what  was  coming.  Now  I  have  to  say  that 
Mr.  Morton  was  better  informed  than  myself.  .1  knew  nothing  of  it  till 
the  23d  or  24th  day  of  December  last,  when  a  friend,  of  the  Senate,  very 
kindly  called  upon  me,  and,  in  the  course  of  familiar  conversation,  men- 
tioned some  of  the  circumstances  of  this  transaction,  telling  me  that  it 
was  a  bad  case,  and  that  it  must  be  looked  into.  1  do  not  remember 
how  fully  he  went  into  the  circumstances,  but  enough,  perhaps,  to  justify 
him  in  his  own  statement,  that  it  was  a  bad  case.    But  he  had  no 
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papers,  nor  did  he  say  where  any  papers  could  be  had.  My  first 
prompting  was  to  speak  with  my  friend,  Mr.  Schurz,  who  I  knew  was 
intimate  with  the  sale  of  arms  during  the  Franco-German  war  as 
much  as  any  one;  but  he  was  absent,  and  when  he  came  back  the 
matter  had  passed  a  little  out  of  mind.  I  saw  nobody  who  said  any- 
thing about  it.  Several  weeks  passed,  until  the  middle  of  January, 
when  I  think  Mr.  Schurz,  at  my  house,  (and  I  alhide  to  him  because  be 
has  substantially  testified  to  the  same  facts,  and  I  know  he  will  not 
object,)  mentioned  the  subject.  I  wish  to  add  that  the  Senator  who 
first  mentioned  it  was  not  Mr.  Schurz.  Mr.  Schurz  mentioned  it,  how- 
ever, when  he  called  at  my  house,  and  he  told  me  that  he  had  seen 
some  of  the  papers,  and  that  it  was  a  matter  that  must  be  looked  into. 
"  Well,"  said  1,  "I  should  like  to  look  into  it;  on  your  statement  it 
must  be  looked  into."  He  then  said  to  me,  ^^Has  not  the  marquis 
spoken  to  you  about  itF  "  Never  a  word,"  said  I, "  though  he  is  at  my 
house  daily,  and  has  been  for  years." 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  That  was  the  Marquis  de  Ohambrun,  I  suppose  t — A.  Yes.  Then 
said  Mr.  Schurz,  "  When  you  see  him  again,  speak  to  him  about  it."  It 
so  happened  immediately  after  that  the  marquis  was  absent  a  few  days 
on  a  visit  to  New  York,  so  that  I  did  not  see  him  at  once ;  but  when 
he  did  come  to  me,  and  I  was  alone,  1  said  to  him,  "  What  is  this  busi- 
ness that  Mr.  Schurz  has  mentioned  to  me  about  the  sale  of  arms!  He 
says  you  know  about  it ;  tell  me  all  that  you  know."  He  then  gave  me 
a  brief  narrative  and  outline,  tending  to  show  that  there  had  been  a 
violation  of  neutrality  on  the  part  of  our  Government,  through  its  offi- 
cers, and  also  that  the  government  of  France,  in  the  transaction,  had 
lost  a  large  sum  of  money,  which  there  was  reason  to  suppose  was  some- 
where or  other  in  American  pockets;  whether  in  the  pockets  of  men 
immediately  about  the  Ordnance  Bureau  or  not,  he  did  not  say.  1  then 
said  to  him,  "If  you  have  any  papers  I  should  like  to  see  them."  He 
then  brought  me  a  copy  of  the  telegraphic  dispatch  from  New  York, 
by  Squire,  originally  sent  in  the  French  cipher,  and  also  a  copy  of  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Kemington  to  Monsieur  Le  Cesne,  the  head  of  the  French 
armament  commission  at  Tours,  telling  me  that  the  copies  could  be 
relied  on  as  authentic.  ''  Is  that  possible  ?"  said  I.  "Certainly,"  said  he, 
"  they  are  authentic."  I,  of  course,  made  up  my  mind  at  once  that  it  was 
a  bad  case;  that  those  documents  alone,  if  authentic,  were  enough  to 
justify  inquiry ;  in  short,  not  only  to  justify  it,  but  to  necessitate  it, 
and  to  place  our  Government  in  a  most  unhappy  position  if  it  did  not 
institute  an  inquiry.  Bj"  one  of  these  documents  an  agent  expressly 
stated  that  he  had  important  influences  at  work  for  him,  which,  accord- 
ing to  common  interpretation,  must  mean  influences  about  the  Gov- 
ernment. And  then  the  letter  of  Mr.  Kemington,  at  great  length  and 
most  elaborately,  set  forth  again  and  again,  a  dozen  times  I  should 
think,  his  direct  relations  with  the  Government  in  these  purchases;  so 
that  on  those  two  papers  there  was  ground  to  suspect,  first,  a  violation 
of  neutrality,  and,  secondly,  that  certain  influences  were  used  of  per- 
haps an  illicit  character;'  at  least  such  as  to  be  alluded  to  in  most  gen- 
eral terms  and  in  a  tone  of  8ecrec3^ 

I  confess  that  when  I  read  those  papers  I  was  troubled.  I  felt  that^ 
for  the  time,  on  those  papers  there  was  a  painful  suspicion  which  any 
honest  man  must  have  entertained  with  regard  to  this  transaction. 

I  am  recounting  to  you  the  case  as  it  developed  to  me ;  it  seemed  to 
me,  beyond  all  question,  a  case  for  inquiry.    It  seemed  to  me  that  I, 
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knowing  of  it,  should  fail  in  my  duty  to  my  country  if  I  hesitated  to 
bring  forward  a  motion  for  inquiry. 

Meanwhile,  taking  up  the  Chronicle  on  the  morning  of  the  10th  of 
February,  I  found,  under  the  telegraphic  head  of  "Paris,  February  9," 
this  statement : 

"Tlie  committee  of  the  French  national  assembly  on  war  contracts 
has  atlopted  a  resolution  asking  the  United  States  Government  to  fur- 
nish the  result  of  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  American  officials  sus- 
pected of  participating  in  the  purchase  of  arms  for  the  French  govern- 
ment during  the  war  with  Germany." 

That,  it  will  be  remembered,  appeared  under  the  cable  head  of  the 
Chronicle,  and,  by  inquiry  since,  I  have  learned,  under  the  cable  head 
that  morning  of  all  the  leading  papers  of  the  country — of  the  New  York 
Times,  of  the  Tribune,  of  the  Herald,  of  the  World,  of  all.    It  was  a  dis- 

I)atch  by  the  Associated  Press.    Its  genuineness 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  make  a  suggestion.  You  are  really  arguing 
your  reasons  for  all  these  propositions.  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  you, 
but  I  suggest  it  for  your  consideration. 

The  Witness.  Does  the  acting  chairman  remember  the  inquiry  with 
which  he  began  t 

The  Chairman.  I  do,  sir ;  and  you  are  not  answering  it.    The  chair- 
man asked  a  question. 
The  Witness.  I  was  giving  a  narrative. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  propose  to  make  any  suggestion  exce])t  one, 
which  shall  address  itself  to  your  own  sense  of  propriety,  whether  an 
argument  of  your  reasons  is  to  go  into  evidence.  I  do  not  want  to  inter- 
rupt you ;  you  can  go  along.  You  understand  what  is  fact  and  what  is 
argument.  Now  pursue  your  own  course ;  I  only  make  the  suggestion  for 
your  own  consideration. 

The  Witness.  Very  well.  I  was  stating  the  history  of  this  proceed- 
ing so  far  as  I  am  associated  with  it,  and  what  led  to  my  bringing  it 
forward,  and  I  had  come  to  the  point  of  the  telegrams  from  Europe 
which  I  had  read  in  the  morning,  and  which  seemed  to'me  unquestion- 
ably genuine ;  and,  added  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Remington,  and  the  dis- 
patch of  Mr.  Squire,  made  it  seem  more  incumbent  on  us  to  institute  an 
inquiry.  It  was  under  those  circumstances  that  I  brought  it  before  the 
Senate. 

And  now,  if  I  understood  the  question,  whether  I  know  of  witnesses 
who  can  testify  of  the  matter  ! 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  Yes,  sir;  we  want  their  names. — A.  I  would 
say  that  I  have  received  a  good  many  confidential  letters  (for  instance, 
one  last  night  from  an  eminent  person)  calling  attention  to  particular 
circumstances,  and  sometimes  naming  witnesses,  telling  what  probably 
they  would  testify,  but  asking  me  to  regard  their  letters  as  confidential. 
I  do  not  consider  myself  authorized  to  reveal  any  such  communica- 
tions. 

Q.  Have  you  the  names  of  any  witnesses  you  propose  to  give,  that  we 
may  examine  them  ? — ^A.  I  have  already  mentioned^  in  the  course  of  my 
sUitemeut,  the  Marquis  de  Ghambrun.  I  know  no  witnesses  that  I  feel 
authorized  to  name.  The  communications  I  have  received  have  been 
confidential. 
Mr.  ScmuRZ.  May  I  ask  a  question  here  t 
The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

By  Mr.  Schuez  : 

Q.  I  think  the  Senator  has  not  quite  understood  the  bearing  of  the 
question  of  Mr.  Hamlin.    Mr.  Hamlin,  as  I  understand  him,  does  not  ask 
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for  the  names  of  the  correspondents,  but  he  asks  whether  you  have  any 
names  of  witnesses  that  yon  would  deem  it  proper  to  have  called. — A. 
Tlie  Senator  knows  that  when  I  received  such  letters  I  handed  them 
over  to  Iiim  without  keeping  copies,  and  T  have  not  preserved  the  names 
of  any  of  those  persons,  unless  it  be  the  one  mentioned  in  the  commu- 
nication recently  received. 
By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  You  mean  by  "the  Senator''  Mr.  Schurz?— A.  Tes;  Mr.  Schurz. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 
Q.  I  ask  whether  the  letters  were  handed  over  to  me  with  the  under- 
standing that  the  witnesses,  whose  names  were  mentioned  therein,  should 
be  called?— A.  They  were.  In  other  words,  I  handed  them  over  to  the 
discretion  of  Mr.  Schurz,  he  knowing  the  circumstances,  telling  him  that 
my  correspondents  must  not  be  disclosed. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 
Q.  You  were  going  on  to  say  something  about  the  name  of  a  witness 
you  had  not  handed  to  Mr.  Schurz  ! — A.  I  named  the  person  to  him  this 
morning,  and  I  find  that  he  has  the  name  on  his  list  already. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  nothing  further  to  say  ? — A.  I  have  nothing  further. 

Q.  I  wish  to  ask  you  if,  before  introducing  the  resolution  into  the 
Senate,  you  ever  sought  any  information  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  in  i^elation  to  the  apparent  discrepancy  of  accounts  I — ^A,  I 
did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  seek  any  information  of  a  similar  character  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War! — A.  I  did  not;  but  then  I  must  enter  my  protest  against 
any  such  examination  as  to  the  discharge  of  my  duties  as  a  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  enter  all  the  protests  you  desire. 

Mr.  ScHlTBZ.  May  I  ask  a  question  ? 

The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

.  Q.  Mr.  Sumner,  you  said  that  you  had  a  conversation  with  me  rela- 
tive to  this  matter  about  the  loth  of  January? — A.  I  said  about  the 
middle  of  January. 

Q.  In  which  conversation  I  mentioned  to  you  that  the  Marquis  de 
Chambrun  knew  something  about  it! — A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Schurz.  May  I  state  myself  something  about  that  f 

The  ChairjVIAN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Schurz.  1  would  say  that  my  recollection  is  that  it  was  very  con- 
siderably later;  that  is  to  say,  it  may  have  been  some  ten  or  twelve  days 
later.  About  the  middle  of  January  I  did  not  know  anything  about  the 
Marquis  de  Chambrun  having  any  particular  knowledge  of  the  case,  be- 
cause he  had  never,  at  that  time,  spoken  to  me  about  it.  I  wish  that  Mr. 
Sumner  would  try  to  fix  the  dates  clearly  in  his  mind  whether  it  was 
not  at  that  time  that  we  spoke  about  the  letter  addressed  by  Mr.  Item- 
ington  to  Mr.  Le  Cesne,  and  that  afterward  the  Marquis  de  Gbambrno 
came  in  in  connection  with  it. 

The  Witness.  It  was,  .and  it  was  the  first  information  that  I  had 
about  the  letter.  But  I  cannot  fix  the  date  precisely.  Possibly  Mr 
Schurz  might  make  some  suggestion  that  would  enable  me  to  fix  it.  I 
placed  it  somewhere  in  the  middle  of  January,  in  the  body  of  the  month. 
On  second  thought  it  might  be  as  late  as  the  25th,  though  I  should 
have  said  it  was  somewhere  between  the  15th  and  the  20th ;  but  then  I 
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am  speaking  on  imjiressiou,  for  I  kept  no  note,  and  have  had  no  occa- 
sion to  recall  it. 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  I  would  say  myself,  as  to  my  knowledge  that  the  Mar- 
qais  de  Oliambriin  was  in  any  way  conversant  with  this  case,  I  did  not 
know  anything  about  it  until  the  last  week  of  January,  some  time  be- 
tween the  24th  or  the  25th  and  the  30th,  perhaps.  It  may  have  been 
between  eight  and  fourteen  days  before  the  resolution  was  introduced 
by  Mr.  Sumner. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say,  Mr.  Sumner,  that  the  marquis  furnished 
you  with  the  letter  from  Samuel  Remington  to  Jules  LeCesne? — ^A. 
Yes. 

Q.  And  did  he  also  furnish  you  a  copy  of  the  letter  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State  ? — A.  He  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  he  oi)tained  possession  of  those  letters  *? — A.  I 
think  that  he  told  me  they  were  handed  to  him  by  the  French  clmrgi 
d'affaires. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Mr.  de  Bellonnet? — A.  Mr.  de  Bellonnet.  I  am  sure  that  he  said 
M.  de  Bellonnet  did  not  regard  the  note  as  diplomatic,  or  in  any  respect 
confidential,  as  it  had  been  read  by  the  Secretary-  of  War  aloud  in  the 
presence  of  several  other  persons  before  being  sent. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  yourself  in  relation  to  the  cable  dis- 
patch purporting  to  have  come  on  February  9,  relating  to  investigation 
by  the  French  committee  % — A.  I  have  not  been  in  Paris,  and  have  not 
been  in  any  attendance  on  the  French  assembly,  or  the  French  com- 
mittee, and  therefore  I  have  no  knowledge  myself  with  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  But  the  question  was  w^hether  you  had  any  knowl- 
edge in  regard  to  the  disi)atch,  not  in  regard  to  the  proceedings 
there. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  Have  you  any  other  knowledge  than  what 
you  gathered  from  its  publication  in  the  newspapers  t 

The  Witness.  Do  you  ask  whether  I  have  any  knowledge  of  the 
genuineness  of  the  dispatch,  or  of  the  proceedings  in  the  French 
government  t 

The  Chairman.  I  will  state  to  you  the  object  of  the  question  which 
I  put  You  have  probably  seen  (I  do  not  know  whether  you  have  or 
not)  a  dispatch  from  Minister  Washburne  to  the  effect  that  a  gentli^man 
of  that  committee — 1  forget  the  name— has  informed  him  that  no  reso- 
lution of  inquiry  has  been  introduced  either  in  the  legislative  depart- 
ment or  in  that  committee.  TUat,  I  take  it,  establishes  the  fact  that 
there  was  a  mistake  about  this  dispatch  which  you  saw  in  the  news- 
papers. 

The  Witness.  I  should,  perhaps,  differ  with  regard  to  that  statement. 
1  doubt  whether  it  is  established  at  Jill;  but  1  can  have  no  knowledge 
about  it,  and  I  have  never  seen  the  dispatch  of  Mr.  Washburne. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  to  you  Mr.  Washburne's  dispatch  to  Mr. 
Fish. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Let  me  suggest  that  this  was  in  response  to  a 
telegram  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  him,  callin  g  his  attention  to 
this  cable  dispatch,  and  asking  him  if  any  such  proceedings  had  been 
had  in  France  as  were  mentioned  in  the  dispatch. 

The  CfiAiR3iAN.  The  reply  is : 
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"  The  Count  Remusat  replies  officially  that  no  resolution  of  the  kind 
was  passed  by  National  Assembly  or  by  commission  of  purchases.  He 
wrote  a  week  ago  French  charge  so  to  inform  you." 

That  is  the  dispatch  of  Mr.  Washbnrne.  Now,  what  I  want  is  to 
ascertain,  if  we  can,  the  source  from  which  this  press  dispatch  carae  of 
February  Oth. — A.  I  understand  that  it  came  from  the  Patrie^  an  even- 
ing newspaper,  which  probably  copied  it  from  a  Versailles  paper,  pub- 
lished on  the  afternoon  on  which  this  resolution  was  supposed  to  have 
been  adopted. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  that  dispatch,  or  its  equivalent,  in  either  of  the 
papers  referred  to  f — A.  I  have  not.  I  said  that  1  understood  it  was  so. 
I  wish  to  speak  with  great  caution  about  that.  The  Chair  understands 
that  I  cai^have  no  direct  information  on  the  subject. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  know  nothing  about  |that  dis- 
patch except  that  you  saw  it  in  the  papers  f — ^A.  I  saw  it  in  the  papers. 
I  have  heard  of  discussions  jn  that  commission,  and  I  do  not  doubt  that 
this  subject  has  been  discussed  there. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  object  of  my  question  was  to  see  if  we  could  get  at  the 
authenticity  of  that  dispatch,  and  to  see  if  you  had  any  information 
which  would  enable  us  to  summon  anybody  else  who  might  have  com- 
municated it  to  you. — A.  That  dispatch  1  first  saw  in  the  Chronicle,  as 
I  read  it  in  the  morning. 

Q.  Now  I  want  to  know  what,  if  any,  other  information  you  possess 
that  will  enable  us  to  establish  the  authenticity  of  that  dispatch  t — A. 
1  have  no  information  on  the  subject, 

Q.  Can  you  refer  us  to  any  individual  who  has  any  information!— A. 
The  only  i)ersons  here  that  I  suppose  might  know  about  it  are  the  French 
charge  (Vaffaires  and  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  I  think  it  not  im- 
probable that  the  marquis  may  have  some  more  precise  information 
than  anybody  else.  He  is  connected  with  at  least  one  iierson  who,  I 
understand,  is  a  member  of  that  commission,  and  is  also  a  nephew  of 
the  French  minister  of  foreign  affairs. 

Q.  Has  the  marquis  given  you  any  information  in  relation  to  the  dis- 
patch subsequent  to  its  appearing  in  the  press! — A.  He  has  spoken  of 
it;  but  at  the  time  of  its  appearance  in  the  press  he  had  no  informa- 
tion on  the  subject.  It  was  a  surprise  to  him,  as  t«  me ;  but  since  tben 
1  think  he  has  received  letters  from  Paris  relating  to  the  subject 

Q.  And  he  has  so  said  to  you  t — A.  He  has  spoken  of  correspondence. 
A  letter  from  Monsieur  Remusat,  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs,  I 
think,  has  been  already  mentioned  by  Mr.  Schurz. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  to  have  had  a  conversation  at  the  Brevoort 
House,  New  York,  with  individuals  in  reference  to  this  subject,  on  jour 
way  from  Massachusetts  here  in  December  last! — A.  I  do  not  recollect 
any  such  thing. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect,  in  some  of  the  public  rooms  there,  having  a 
conversation  in  which  you  alluded  to  this  matter,  and  said  it  would  blow 
the  administration  sky-high! — A.  1  do  not. 

Q.  That  a  bomb-shell  would  explode  ! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  have  no  recollection  of  it ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  No  recollection  of  anything  of  the  kind  ! — A.  I  do  not  recollect  any 
such  conversation.    I  do  not  see  how  it  could  have  been  ]>ossible. 

Mr.  Schurz.  May  I  ask  when  that  conversation  is  said  to  have  taken 
place,  Mr.  Hamlin  ! 
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The  Chairman.  Probably  in  November.  [To  the  witness.]  Do  you 
recollect  whether  you  stopped  at  the  Brevoort  House  on  your  way  here  f 
—A.  I  stopped  at  the  Brevoort  House,  as  I  usually  do. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  About  what  timet — A.  It  must  havel)een  four  or  Ave  days  before 
the  opening  of  Congress. 
Q.  The  last  week  of  November,  probably  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  matter  then  t — A.  Nothing  at 
all;  therefore  the  whole  story  is  an  invention. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  Brevoort  House  afterward  ? — A.  I  was  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  of  having  any  conversation  there  with  a  gentle- 
man in  which  you  said  you  had  something  that  was  going  to  explode 
the  administration  t — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Have  you  ever  learned,  previous  to  this  morning,  that  that  cable 
dispatch  is  probably  not  a  true  statement  of  the  facts  ? — A.  You  assume 
that  it  is  not  a  true  statement  of  facts. 

Q.  The  chairman  has  read  you  Mr.  Washburne's  note. — A.  I  under- 
stand that. 

Q.  That  tends  to  show  it? — A.  That  is  all.  I  learned,  I  think,  through 
the  public  press  that  there  was  such  a  dispatch  from  Mr.  Washburne. 

y.  Had  you,  previous  to  learning  that  fact  from  the  press,  received 
any  information  whatever  upon  the  subject  ? — A.  Tending  to  show  that 
it  was  not  a  true  dispatch  ? 

Q.  Yes. — A.  None. 

Q.  Not  t^iding  to  show  that  there  was  not  such  a  dispatch,  but  tend- 
ing to  show  that  such  a  resolution  had  not  been  passed  f — ^A.  I  had 
received  none.  On  the  contrary,  all  the  information  I  did  receive  was 
the  other  way. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  have  received  information  from  the  Marquis  de 
Chambrun,  since  that  time,  upon  the  subject  of  that  dispatch,  or  rather 
in  regard  to  the  proceedings  in  the  committee  in  France  ! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  was  that  information  f — ^A.  That  this  subject  had  occupied 
the  committee.  v 

Q.  And  that  was  all? — A.  I  understand  that  their  proceedings  are 
unlike  ours ;  that  there  are  no  resolutions  passed.  This  cable  dispatch, 
therefore,  in  assuming  that  there  was  a  resolution,  was  rather  an  expres- 
sion of  an  American  mode  than  of  the  French ;  but  I  understand*  that 
this  subject  had  been  before  that  committee,  although  of  that  I  knew 
nothing  until  some  time  posterior  to  the  commencement  of  the  Senate 
procee(lings. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Did  you  see  a  denial  of  the  dispatch,  in  the  press,  before  this  dis- 
patch of  Mr.  Washburne? — A.  I  saw  what  struck  me  as  an  offensive 
dispatch  from  the  attorney  of  Mr.  Remington,  but  which  I  did  not  con- 
sider entitled  to  weight,  because  I  did  not  regard  him  as  so  situated  as 
to  speak  with  authority.  That  I  saw  in  the  papers,  and  it  was  the  first 
intimation  I  had  that  this  cable  dispatch  was  not  in  all  respects  accu 
rate.  I  did  not,  I  confess,  regard  the  dispatch  of  Mr.  Moreau  as  of 
great  weight;  he  was  the  paid  attorney  of  Mr,  Eemington,  and  the 
terms  of  the  dispatch  were  such  as  to  take  from  it  title  to  credence,  at 
least  with  me. 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  do  you  understand  is  the  position  of  the  Marquis  de  Cliam- 
brun  here  now  f — A.  Does  the  Senator  wish  me  to  give  an  account  of 
the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  ? 

Mr.  Carpenter.  No,  sir;«I  simply  want  to  know  what  you  under- 
stand to  be  the  character  which  he  sustains  here  now. 

Mr.  Stevenson.  You  mean  his  official  position  f 
9    Mr.  Carpenter.  Yes,  sir;  I  do  not  call  for  his  private  character. 

A.  I  do  not  understand  that  he  has  an  official  position.  I  ought  to 
say  in  answer  to  that  question  that  my  intimacy  with  the  Marquis  de 
Chambrun  began  years  ago.  I  think,  perhaps,  the  committee  will  in- 
dulge me  while  I  state  my  relations  with  him,  so  as  to  bring  me  to  the 
question,  and  as  the  character  of  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  has  been 
assailed 

Mr.  Carpenter.  It  has  not  been  assailed  here,  Mr.  Sumner. 

A.  But  it  has  been  assailed  in  this  debate.  I  feel  that  I  ought 
not  to  lose  the  opportunity  of  the  inquiry  which  the  Senator  pro- 
pounds. I  first  became  acquainted  with  the  Marquis  de  Chambmn 
during  the  last  week  of  March,  1865.  He  brought  me  a  letter  from 
his  father-in-law,  M.  de  Corcelle,  well  known  in  France,  formerly  am- 
bassador at  Kome,  and  who  ^had  married  a  granddaughter  of  La 
Fayette,  and  as  much  as  any  one  in  France  cherished  the  La  Fayette 
traditions,  whether  American  or  French.  M.  de  Chambrun  had  married 
his  daughter.  I  received  him  as  well  as  I  could  as  a  representsitive  of 
the  family  of  La  Fayette,  and,  as  I  knew,  also  one  of  the  most  cherished 
friends  of  De  Tocqueville;  therefore,  with  double  recommendations  to 
every  American.  1  invited  him  to  visit  me  as  often  as  be  chose.  From 
that  day,  certainly  down  to  this  winter  or  the  last  winter,  I  believe,  he 
has  been  at  my  house  every  day ;  not  every  other  day,  bi^  every  diiy. 
I  mention  this,  that  the  committee  may  see  the  opportunities  I  have  had 
of  knowing  him,  and  because  I  think  it  important  before  I  answer  the 
question.  Every  day  was  he  at  my  house.  Our  conversation  was  on 
French  history,  politics,  literature,  life,  on  the  career  of  La  Fayette,  on 
the  genius  and  writings  of  De  Tocqueville.  I  found  that  he  knew  more 
of  France  than  any  Frenchman  I  had  ever  met  in  this  country ;  and  a« 
he  continued  among  us,  I  found  very  soon  that  he  knew  more  of  our 
coui^try  than  any  foreigner  1  had  ever  met  here. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  think  that  is  quite  evident. 

The  Witness.  He  was  to  me  always  interesting.  I  found  that  he 
was  in  intimate  relations  with  eminent  French  characters,  among  whom 
was  Mr.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  minister  of  foreign  affairs  under  Louis  Napo- 
leon for  a  long  time;  so  that  he  was  always  thoroughly  informed  with 
regard  to  French  affairs.  During  all  this  period  I  understood  he  was 
studying  our  institutions.  I  had  reason  to  believe  that  he  was  writing 
upon  them.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  proper  for  me  to  mention  that  I 
supposed  there  was  a  work  partly  through  the  press  in  Paris,  and  I  was 
looking  forward  to  it  with  great  trust,  for  I  believe  that  since  De  Tocqae 
ville,  nobody  has  been  in  our  country  from  abroad  so  competent  to 
write  about  us,  and,  at  the  same  time,  so  well  disposed  to  our  country. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  You  have  impressed  me  with  profound  admiration 
for  the  marquis.    Now  will  you  answer  the  question-? 

The  Witness.  During  this  time  he  never  spoke  on  business.  If  he 
had  any  here,  1  knew  nothing  of  it.  Certainly  I  never  inquired  of  him 
about  business.  After  he  had  been  here  some  time,  and  had  obtained 
a  mastery  of  the  English  language,  I  heard  incidentally  that  he  was 
engaged  in  the  prosecution  of  claims,  and  more  than  once  "he  mentioned 
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to  me  that  the  French  legation  had  referred  to  him  the  claims  of  French 
citizeBS  presented  to  the  legation. 

Q.  Against  the  United  States  t — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  against 
the  United  States  or  against  citizens,  but  claims  generally;  and  I  under- 
stood he  acted  as  an  agent  or  attorney  for  those  claims.  I  never  under- 
stood that  he  had  any  official  relation  with  the  French  legation.  The 
first  information  I  had  on  that  head  (and  now  I  approach  my  answer) 
was  from  the  speech  of  Mr.  Harlan  in  the  Senate,  when  he  stated  that 
the  marquis  had  appeared  at  the  War  Department,  and  had  there  declared 
himself  the  authorized  attorney  of  the  French  legation  in  reference  to 
the  sale  of  arms.  That  was  the  first  information  I  had  of  his  agency. 
The  marquis  had  never  spoken  to  me  about  it,  and  therefore,  in  point  of 
fact,  I  knew  nothing  of  it.  ^ 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Has  he  not  spoken  to  you  of  it  since! — A.  T  have  said  to  him 
since,  "  You  njever  mentioned  this  to  me ;  why  is  it ! ''  He  said  that  he 
did  not  choose  to  trouble  me  with  his  private  affairs,  and  I  certainly 
did  not  trouble  him  with  questions  about  them ;  but  when  Mr.  Harlan 
stated  the  agency,  I  called  his  attention  to  it,  and  he  said  it  was  the 
fact 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  That  it  was  the  fact? — A.  He  said  he  wa«  at  this  moment. 

Q.  Then  you  understand  he  is  the  i)aid  counsel  of  the  French  lega- 
tion t — A.  I  understand  nothing  about  that.  I  only  know  what  Mr.  H.ar- 
lan  said. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  whether  he  is  counsel  with  pay  or  without 
pay  f — A.  I  know  nothing  on  that  subject. 

Q.  Whatsis  your  supposition  about  it? — A.  As  Jie  is  acting  as  an 
agent,  I  presume  he  is  acting  as  others  act. 

Q.  Have  you  any  further  knowledge  in  relation  to  the  relation  he  sus- 
tains to  the  French  legation  as  to  pasy  than  you  have  in  regard  to  the 
relation  sustained  by  Mr.  Moreau  to  Remington  as  to  pay  ! — A.  No ;  I 
have  not. 

Q.  You  have  already  stated  that  Moreau  was  the  paid  attorney  of 
Remington. — A.  I  wish  to  say  that  he  was  attorney  of  Remington.  I 
do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Moreau  is  paid  or  not. 

Q.  Do  you  not  understand,  then,  that  the  marquis  sustains  the  same 
relation  to  the  French  legation  here  that  you  understand  Moreau  sus- 
tains to  Remington  in  France? — A.  I  understand  that  the  marquis  is 
now  the  agent  of  the  French  legation  in  reference  to  the  sale  of  <arms. 

Q.  What  do  you  understand  about  the  relation  of  Mr.  Moreau  to 
Mr.  Remington  ? — A.  I  have  been  told  that  he  is  the  attorney. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  Moreau's  character  as  an  attorney  ? — A. 
No.  What  I  know  of  Mr.  Moreau  gives  me  a  higher  idea  of  him  than 
his  telegram. 

Q.  You  know  nothing  against  him  except  that  he  is  an  attorney  ? — 
A.  I  did  not  say  that;  I  beg  pardon. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  against  him  other  than  that  fact  ? — A.  1 
hope  I  may  ap[)eal  to  the  Senator  not  to  place  words  in  my  mouth. 
This  is  not  a  county  court. 

Q.  No ;  I  am  very  well  aware  of  that.  If  it  had  been  we  should  have 
proceeded  very  differently.  I  do  not  suppose  there  is  any  danger  of 
misleading  you,  Mr.  Sumner,  by  putting  words  in  your  mouth.    I  have 
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not  treated  you  as  I  should  a  young  boy  with  whom  for  the  first  time  I 
was  conversing  on  an  important  matter,  and  have  not  been  so  tender; 
but  now  I  ask  you,  in  as  guarded  language  as  I  know  bow  to  embody  in 
a  question,  whether  you  know  anything  against  Mr.  Moreau. — A.  Not 
at  all.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  said  I  know  nothing  open  to  criticism 
in  Mr.  Moreau,  excei)t  his  dispatch. 

Q.  What  was  there  in  thjit  open  to  criticism  f — A.  I  have  it  not  be- 
fore me,  but  I  thought  the  language  of  it  was  ill-advised,  especially  as  in 
the  French  words  w^hich  I  saw. 

Q.  The  language  was  in  substance  that  no  such  resolution  had  passed, 
and  that  you  had  been  deceived  about  it  ¥ — ^A.  That  was  not  the  form  of 
it  as  stated  to  me. 

Q.  That,  l^think,  was  the  substance. — A.  That  was  the  substance,  as 
I  was  told,  of  a  bad  translation. 

Q.  You  say  about  the  23d  or  the  24th  of  December  a  friend,  of  the 
Senate,  called  upon  you  in  regard  to  this  matter.  Who  was  that! — A 
As  a  Senator  I  must  decline  to  communicate  m^^  conferences  with 
brother  Senators. 

Q.  You  say  that  in.  January  Mr.  Schurz  and  you  had  a  conversation 
on  the  subject,  in  which  Mr.  Schurz  said  the  matter  must  be  looked  into. 
Have  you  had  a  conversation  upon  that  subject  with  any  other  Senator 
than  Mr.  Schnrz  and  the  other  one  to  whom  vou  alluded,  and  whose 
name  you  decline  to  give,  previous  to  the  introduction  of  your  resolu- 
tion ? — A.  I  shall  decline  to  answer  as  to  conferences  with  my  brother 
Senators.  I  think  the  Senator,  on  consideration,  will  fe«l  that  it  is  an 
improper  question. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  feel  that  it  is  a  very  proper  question.  I  do  not 
understand  that,  when  a  judicial  or  legislative  inquiry  calls  for  a  fact, 
there  is  any  confidence  that  can  be  set  up  against  it,  except  one  per- 
sonal to  the  witness.  He  cannot  respect  the  confidence  of  other  parties, 
as  I  understand  the  law  and  common  sense  of  all  such  investigations. 
I  say  that  in  justification  of  my  Question,  not  in  criticism  of  your  refu- 
sal to  answer.  You  say  you  received  a  letter  last  night,  confidentially 
communicating  to  you  certain  facts,  and  naming  certain  persons  that 
might  be  important  witnesses  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  From  whom  was  that  letter  f — A.  I  decline  to  answer.  The  writer 
expressly  asks  me  not  to  disclose  his  name. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  that  a  person  other  than  a  Senator? — A.  Yes,  sir,  a  person 
other  than  a  Senator. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  have  received  several  letters 
which  you  regard  as  confidential  in  relation  to  this  matter,  also  naming 
witnesses? — A.  I  have. 

Q.  Will  you  give  the  name  of  any  one  of  the  writers  of  those  letters? — 
A.  I  decline. 

Q.  W^ill  you  exhibit  to  the  committee  any  one  of  the  letters,  or  any 
part  of  any  one  of  the  letters  ? — A.  I  decline,  but  will  add,  that  I  think, 
with  one  exception,  I  handed  all  to  Mr.  Schurz. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Mr.  Schurz  is  not  a  member  of  the  committee,  un- 
fortunately, and  therefore  his  knowledge  is  not  the  knowledge  of  the 
committee. 

By  the  Chairman: 
Q.  Has  Mr.  Schurz  any  authority  beyond  yourself  to  exhibit  those 
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letters,  or  to  give  the  names  ? — A.  He  has  not ;  I  handed  them  to  him 
to  be  used  in  his  discretion. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Yon  have  been  a  long  time  a  Senator,  and  are  very  familiar  with 
parliamentary  law,  and  I  wish  to  i)ut  one  or  two  questions  to  you  on 
tliat  subject  for  your  opinion  as  an  expert.  Do  you  understand  that,  by 
parliamentary  law,  in  constituting  a  committee  of  investigation,  the 
committee  must  be  taken  from  those  men  who  believe  that  the  party 
charged  is  guilty  ! — A.  I  hope  the  Senator  will  not  put  a  question  of 
that  kind  to  me. 

Q.  I  have  put  it  to  you.  Your  hope  is  too  late.  Will  you  answer  it  T 
— A.  I  decline  to  answer  any  such  question. 

Q.  1  will  ask  you,  then,  if,  on  the  passage  of  this  resolution  in  the  Sen- 
ate, every*meraber  of  this  committee,  with  yourself,  did  not  vote  for  the 
resolution  ! — A.  The  record  will  answer  that  question. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  on  the  subject  f — A.  I  have  not  verified 
the  record.     I  consider  that  entirely  irrelevant. 

Q.  That  is  a  matter  on  which  we  differ. — A.  Yes. 

Q.  I  ask  you  if,  on  the  vote  upon  laying  on  the  table  the  preamble 
to  your  resolution,  every  member  of  the  committee  and  yourself  did 
vote  to  lay  it  on  the  table  f — A.  That  can  be  settled  by  the  record. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  upon  that  point  I — A.  I  have  not  veri- 
fied the  record. 

Q.  Did  you  not  vote  to  lay  the  preamble  on  the  table  f — A.  I  voted, 
and  assigned  my  reasons  for  it,  deeming  the  preamble  substantially 
established. 

Q.  Did  not  every  member  now  sitting  on  this  committee  avow  him- 
self in  the  Senate  in  favor  of  the  most  searching  examination  and  inves- 
tigation upon  this  subject,  and  announce  his  purpose  to  vote  for  the 
n  solution  i — A.  That  1  cannot  answer.  It  is  enough  that  the  record 
shows  that  several  of  this  committee  declared  themselves  again  and 
again  practically  against  what  the  old  rule  calls  "  the  thing, "  and 
showed  themselves  so,  and,  perhaps,  none  more  than  the  Senator  now 
interrogating  me. 

Q.  What  do  3'ou  understand  by  "the  thing f — A.  I  understand  by 
"the  thing"  the  necessity  of  inquiry. 

Q.  Now  I  want  to  know  if  I  did  not  declare  myself  in  favor  of  the 
most  searching  inquiry  iipon  this  subject.  You  have  already  stated 
that  the  record  shows  a  certain  thing.  Now  I  ask  you  if  the  same 
record  does  not  show  that  I  declared  myself  in  favor  of  the  most  search- 
ing investigation  on  the  subject? — A.  After  making  an  elaborate 
speech  which,  it  it  tended  to  anything,  was  to  show  that  there  was  no 
necessity  for  inquiiy  ;  after  vindicating  the  sale  of  the  arms,  and  after 
vindicating  the  whole  transaction,  root  and  branch,  so  that  if  there  is 
any  vitality  in  the  old  rule — I  say  this  reluctantly — in  reply  to  the 
question,  you  were  absolutely  disqualified,  and  it  was  your  solemn  duty 
to  rise  in  the  chamber  and  decline  to  serve.  I  have  not  any  doubt 
about  it. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  desire  to  express  my  thanks  to  you  for  informing 
me  what  my  duty  is;  but  1  would  suggest,  in  this  connection,  that  it 
would  be  a  great  deal  more  proper  for  you  to  rise  and  inform  the  Sen- 
ate what  its  duty  is.  All  that  was  done  was  done  in  the  presence  of 
the  Senate  and  in  its  open  session ;  and  if  the  Senate  saw  fit  to  put  me 
ou  the  committee,  it  would  not  have  been  modest  in  me  to  overrule  the 
Beuate  on  a  point  of  that  kind. 
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The  Witness.  There  I  differ  with  the  Senator.  I  think  he  shoald 
have  searched  his  own  conscience. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  My  conscience  was  entirely  clear. 

The  Witness.  Very  well ;  I  do  not  wish  to  debate  with  the  Senator. 
I  have  appeared  here  at  the  sammons  of  the  committee,  but  then  the 
remark  of  the  Senator  prompts  me  to  say  one  thing.  He  cannot  have 
forgotten  a  statement  I  felt  it  mj^  duty  to  make,  that  I  was  at  home  under 
medical  treatment  on  the  very  day  when  the  committee  was  appointed, 
knowing  nothing  about  it  until  I  read  it  in  the  paper,  and  I  said  to  my- 
self then,  Had  I  been  at  the  Senate,  feeble  as  1  was,  I  should  have 
felt  it  my  duty  to  oppose  the  constitution  of  that  committee,  and  hold 
it  up  as  a  flagrant  violation  of  a'fundamental  rule  of  parliamentary  law— 
a  rule  not  to  be  evaded  by  a  Senator  finally  voting  for  the  inquiry. 
The  question  is,  whether,  in  substance,  he  believed  in  the  necessity  of 
inquiry ;  whether,  in  substance,  he  was  for  "  the  thing."  Th»t  is  the  old 
rule. 

Q.  Now,  I  want  to  know  what  j^ou  understand  in  this  case  to  be  "  tbe 
thing ;  ^  whether  it  is  to  investigate  the  matter  thoroughly  and  find  out 
what  the  truth  is,  or  to  fix  blame  ui>on  our  Government  f — ^A.  That  I 
decline  to  answer. 

Q.  If  two  Senators  in  debate  in  the  Senate,  on  a  proposition  to  inves- 
tigate a  certain  transaction,  both  avow  themselves  in  favor  of  making 
the  investigation  ;  both  vote  for  it,  though  one  expresses  his  belief  tbat 
there  is  no  guilt  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  the  other  expresses 
his  belief  that  there  is  guilt  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  both  being 
in  favor  of  investigating  the  thing  to  the  bottom,  are  they  not  equally 
qualified  to  sit  on  the  committee? — A.  They  are  not. 

Q.  It  must  be  made  up,  then,  of  men  who  believe  the  Government 
guilty  ? — A.  Not  at  all.  It  is  not  to  be  made  up  of  those  who  believe 
the  Government  guilty.  It  is  to  bo  made  up  of  those  who  believe  in 
the  necessity  for  the  inquiry,  and  not  of  those  who  treat  the  movers  of 
the  inquiry  as  the  two  Senators  bringing  this  forward  were  treated  in  that 
debate.  The  course  taken  bj^  Mr.  Cariienter,  the  course  taken  by  others 
in  that  debate,  according  to  parliamentary  law,  as  I  understand  it,  dis- 
qualified them  from  sitting  on  this  committee. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  not  a  question  for  us  here. 

The  Witness.  I  think  it  is  pot  a  question  here.  I  enter  into  it  with 
reluctance,  and  only  under  the  pressure  of  this  examination. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  wish  to  suggest,  in  vindication  of  the  question  I 
have  put,  that  this  matter  goes  upon  our  record  under  the  protest  of 
the  witness,  assailing  the  committee  itself  as  not  fit  to  sit 

The  Chairman.  And  absolutely  insulting  us.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  that.  But  that  record  will  go  to  tlie  country,  and  I  am  willing  to 
take  the  verdict  of  the  country.  Now,  I  want  to  put  one  or  two  ques- 
tions. [To  the  witness.]  You  have  stated.  Senator,  in  r»^lation  to  your 
interviews  with  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  for  a  long  time,  and  the  va- 
riety of  subjects  upon  which  you  conferred.  You  have  stated  the  time 
when  he  first  communicated  to  you  any  information,  and  said  that  yon 
drew  it  out  of  him,  I  think,  upon  an  inquiry,  asking  him  to  tell  you 
what  he  knew  about  this.  I  ask  you  now,  if,  from  that  period  to  the 
present  time,  the  matter  of  this  investigation,  as  progressing  in  the 
Senate,  and  as  progressing  in  the  committee,  has  not  been  the  suhjei^t 
of  frequent  conversation  between  you  and  him! — A.  Frequent  conver- 
sation. 
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By  the  CHAIRMAN : 

Q.  And  has  he  not  furnished  you  the  names  of  witnesses  to  be  sum- 
moned f — A.  He  has  not. 

Q.  Has  he  indicated  to  you  the  sources  through  which  information 
could  be  obtained? — A.  He  has  not.  I  think  he  has  mentioned  the 
name  of  General  Ingalls  as  possibly  connected  with  the  business.  I  do 
not  remember  any  other. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  I  should  like  to  put  a  question  in  this  connection.  As  an  experi- 
enced Senator,  would  you  consider  it  in  any  way  illegitimate  for  a  Sen- 
ator, as  an  abstract  question,  to  derive  information  on  a  matter  of  pub- 
lic business  from  an  agent  of  a  foreign  government  f — A.  Not  in  the 
least.  On  the  contrary,  if  the  information  was  important,  I  should  re- 
gard it  as  his  duty  to  obtain  it ;  that  he  would  fail  in  duty  if  he  did  not 
obtain  it  if  it  was  within  his  reach.  Allow  me  to  remark  that  testimony 
is  not  excluded  now  on  account  of  color,  and  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  on 
account  of  nation.  I  believe  it  to  be  the  duty  of  a  patriot,  especially  of 
a  patriot  Senator,  if  there  is  any  opportunity  of  information  open  to  him 
affecting  the  interests  of  his  country,  to  employ  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Would  you  deem  it  the  duty  of  a  patriotic  Senator  to  inquire  of 
foreign  legations  in  relation  to  questions  which  would  tend  to  put  his 
own  Government  in  the  wrong  with  other  governments,  those  govern- 
ments themselves  making  no  complaint ! — ^A.  That  is  an  abstract  ques- 
tion  

Mr.  Carpenter.  Just  like  that  put  by  Mr.  Schurz. 

The  Witness.  Very  well ;  will  the  Senator  allow  me  to  proceed  ^  I 
say  it  is  an  abstract  question.  1  am  willing,  if  it  is  advisable,  to  answer 
any  abstract  question  involving  international  duty,  but  I  am  obliged  to 
say  in  answer  that  no  such  question  arose  in  this  case. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  not  the  question  I  put. 

The  Witness.  As  the  Senator  puts  me  a  question,  I  proceed  to  answer 
it  in  my  own  way.    No  such  question  arose.    The  question  here  was 

The  Chairman.  I  have  not  a^ked  you  about  the  question  here. 

The  Witness.  I  shall  proceed  to  answer  in  my  own  way.  The  ques- 
tion here  was 

*  The  Chairman.  You  will  answer  my  question,  and  not  another,  with- 
out the  direction  of  the  committee.  I  put  a  ^S^^stion,  and  I  wantan^ 
answer  to  the  question  I  put,  not  an  answer  to  another  question  which 
I  have  not  put.  I  have  put  a  general  question,  which  admits  of  fi  ape- 
cific  answer.  * 

The  Witness.  I  consider  it  a  question  that  is  entirely  inapplicable, 
to  this  case. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well,  we  will  concede  that,  if  that  will  satisfy 
you.  That  is  a  point  about  which  we  might  disagree  in  opinion,  lint  no 
matter  as  to  that.  The  question  I  put  I  should  like  to  have  an  aim'wer^ 
to,  if  you  please. 

Mr.  Schurz.  Mr.  Hamlin,  will  you  permit-.me  to  simpliQ^tktf  ques- 
tion, so  as  to  facilitate  an  answer!  .  .  '    '    /) 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir ;  I  am  perfectly  willing.  ,  '  , 

Mr.  Schurz.  There  was  a  case  before  the  Government  some  time  ago; 
al)out  the  Venezuelan  claims,  and  there  were  charges  made,  which  were 
investigated  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  that  our  commissioners 
had  conducted  themselves  in  an  improper  manner  in  awarding  those 
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claims.  In  fact  there  were  charges  of  corrupt  transactions.  [To  the 
witness.]  Would  you  in  such  a  case  as  that  deem  it  improper  on  the 
part  of  an  American  Senator 

The  Chairman.  No,  Senator,  I  want  an  answer  to  my  question  first, 
and  then  you  can  put  yours. 

The  Witness.  Will  the  Senator  be  good  enough  to  state  his  ques- 
tion again  ? 

The  Chairman.  The  question  will  be  read  by  the  reporter. 

The  question  was  read,  as  follows: 

Q.  Would  you  deem  it  the  duty  of  a  patriotic  Senator  to  inquire  of 
foreign  legations  in  relation  to  questions  which  would  tend  to  put  his 
own  Government  in  the  wrong  with  other  governments,  those  govern- 
ments themselves  making  no  complaint? — A.  I  regard  that  as  an  ab- 
stract question  having  no  relation  to  this  business,  and  not  involved  in 
the  inquiry  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  decline  to  answer  for  that  reason  f — A.  I  regard  it  as  an  ab- 
straction. 

Q.  Do  you  decline  to  answer  on  account  of  how  you  regard  itt — ^A.  I 
decline  to  answer  it. 
^  The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Schurz,  you  can  put  any  question. 

By  Mr.  SOHURZ : 

Q.  I  was  putting  the  Venezuelan  case.  There  being  in  the  award 
of  those  claims  reason  to  believe  there  had  been  corrupt  transac- 
tions on  the  part  of  American  commissioners,  (not  making  any  asser- 
tion on  the  point  at  all,)  would  you,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  conduQt  of 
those  American  commissioners  in  settling  Venezuelan  claims,  consider  it 
improper,  on  the  part  of  a  patriotic  American  Senator,  to  obtain  from  any 
agent  of  the  Venezuelan  government,  whether  connected  with  the  lega- 
tion or  not,  any  information  on  the  subject  which  you  could  obtain  !— 
A.  Of  course  not.  I  should  deem  it  my  duty  to  obtain  the  information, 
no  matter  from  whom  ;  and  this  brings  me  now  to  my  own  statement, 
that  the  original  question,  as  I  viewed  it,  always  was  as  to  the  conduct 
of  our  own  officials,  and  the  position  of  our  own  Government.  I  knew- 
too  much  of  the  relations  between  the  United  States  and  European  gov- 
ernments to  suppose  that  there  was  any  question  with  any  foreign  power. 
I  knew  that  it  was  a  question  concerning  our  own  character  and  self* 
respect,  and  on  that  account  I  deemed  inquiry  necessary.  ^ 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Then  I  understand  that  you  did  not  regard  any  question  of  neu- 
trality as  involved  in  this  matter? — A.  •!  beg  the  Senator's  pardon.  I 
considered  from  the  beginning  that  our  neutral  duties  had  been  violated ; 
but  I  knew  that  there  had  been,  and  would  be,  no  complaint  from  Ger- 
many. 

Q.  How  did  you  know  that  f — ^A.  I  knew  it  from  my  knowledge  of 
Germany. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  was  your  judgment! — A.  My  judgment. 

Q.  Other  men  could  have  their  judgments  not  agreeing  with  you,  and 
by  possibility  be  right,  could  they  not  t — A.  Unquestionably. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  an  admission  I  did  not  expect  to  hear  yon 
make. 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Now  I  want  to  ask  one  other  qnestion,  in  the  settlement  of 
tbat  put  by  Mr.  Schurz.  If  you  had  heard  rnmora  of  improper  conduct 
on  the  part  of  the  officials  of  our  Government  affecting  the  rights  of 
Great  Britain,  for  instance,  which  Great  Britain  for  any  reason  did  not 
see  fit  to  make  the  subject  of  any  diplomatic  remonstrance,  or  other 
national  complaint,  and  you  had  come  in  possession  of  facts  in  a 
social  way  from  members  of  the  British  legation  which  did  tend 
to  show  that  our  Government  had  been  in  the  wrong  toward  Great 
Britain,  would  it,  in  your  opinion,  be  the  duty  of  a  patriotic  Sena- 
tor to  come  into  the  Senate  and  spread  that  before  the  world  I — A.  That 
again  is  a  broad  and  abstract  question 

Q.  But  you  are  a  broad  and  abstract  man,  and  therefore  I  put  the 
question  to  you. — A.  I  beg  the  Senators  pardon.  I  say  it  is  a  broad 
and  abstract  question.  A  Senator  must  be  governed  by  his  own  sense 
of  duty ;  and  if  he  sees  the  character  of  his  country  suffering,  if  he  sees 
that  its  officers  have  fallen  under  suspicion  and  that  it  seems  to  have 
set  up  a  dangerous  precedent,  it  is  his  solemn  duty  to  interfere  and  try 
to  prevent  the  i>recedent  from  being  established,  and  to  relieve  his 
country  from  suspicion. 

Q.  Even  to  the  extent  of  bringing  the  matter  to  the  notice  of  the 
foreign  nation  ! — A.  I  do  not  say  anything  about  "  even  to  the 
extent." 

Q.  I  suppose  there  can  be  tio  limit  to  duty.  Duty  is  duty,  no  matter 
what  may  be  the  consequence. — A.  Duty  is  duty.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  Senator  say  so. 

Bv  Mr.  SOHURZ : 

*• 

Q.  I  will  put  a  question  as  to  this  case.  Did  you  know  that  the 
main  facts  in  this  case,  as  far  as  the  international  question  was  con- 
cerned, were  already  spread  broadcast  before  the  world  f — A.  Of  course, 
that  was  evident.  The  trial  of  Place  had  divulged  them  to  the  whole 
world. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Had  Remington's  letter  been  published  in  Europe  ? — A.  It  had 
been,  as  I  understand,  filed  in  open  court.  Here  is  Le  Droits  Jour- 
nal de  Tribuneaux^  dated  the  17th  of  January,  which  is  one  of  the  jurid- 
ical journals  of  Paris,  giving  an  account  of  the  trial  of  Place,  and  con- 
taining aij  account  of  the  documents  filed.     [Producing  the  paper.] 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  the  filing  of  that  letter!— A.  The  10th  ot 
January',  and  the  entry  is — I  translate  from  the  French :  "  Copy  of  a  letter 
addressed  by  Mr.  Remington  to  the  armament  commission,  dated  at 
New  York,  the  13th  of  December,  1870.^    It  is  the  first  document  filed. 

Q.  Had  the  letter  of  Mr.  Belkuap  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  portions 
of  which  are  set  out  in  the  preamble  to  your  resolution,  been  published 
to  the  European  world  prior  to  your  preamble  being  introduced  in  the 
Senate! — A.  I  do  not  see  how  it  could  have  been.  I  have  already 
stated  that  I  received  it  from  the  Marquis  de  Ghambrun. 

Q.  And  that  you  also  received  the  Remington  letter  from  him  ! — A, 
That  I  received  the  Remington  letter  from  him,  and  I  understood  from 
him  that  he  received  it  from  M.  Place  at  Paris,  the  defendant  in  the 
trial. 

Q.  You  understood  that  from  the  marquis ! — A.  I  understood  that 
from  the  marquis )  but  he  will  be  here  himself. 
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Washington,  March  28, 1872. 

Mr.  Gabpknter.  Inasmuch  as  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Sumner  is  in 
some  measure  based  upon  and  refers  to  the  protests  that  he  had  filed 
upon  the  examination,  I  will  withdraw  the  motion  I  made  to  have  the 
protests  returned  to  him,  and  let  the  whole  thing  go  together. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  accompany  that  with  a  motion  to  put  them 
on  the  files  of  the  committee  f 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Yes ;  and  that  they  be  placed  on  the  files  of  the 
committee. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


Washington,  March  28, 1872. 
Charles  Adolphe,  Marquis  de  Chasibrun,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Will  you  state  how  long  you  have  been  in  this  country  f— 
Answer.  Do  you  speak  of  Washington,  or  of  this  country  t 

Q.  In  this  country. — A.  I  arrived  in  this  country  on  the  13th  of  Jan- 
uary, 1865.  I  came  to  Washington,  I  think,  on  the  19th  of  February, 
1865.  Since  that  time,  though  I  have  been  absent  quite  often,  I  have 
resided  in  the  city  of  Washington. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  you  will  permit  me  to  state  my  own  position, 
and  to  define  it,  I  think,  perhaps,  we  shall  accomplish  more. 

The  Chairman.  I  propose  to  do  that  very  thing.  I  wish  to  ask  you 
one  or  two  questions  first,  and  then  I  am  going  to  put  the  general  ques- 
tion to  you  to  state  what  you  know.  What  has  been  your  position 
during  the  time  you  have  been  here  t 

A.  That  is  precisely  what  I  was  going  to  answer  when  I  spoke  of  de- 
fining my  position.  The  first  ap])ointment,  or  rather  the  first  commis- 
sion, I  received  here  from  the  French  government  was  dated  Paris, 
August  16, 1866.  It  related  to  questions  of  tariff.  You  know  that,  at 
that  time,  many  seizures  had  been  made,  and  that  the  importers  of  wines 
and  brandies  had  suffered  very  much  by  them.  Therefore,  the  cham- 
bers of  commerce  of  France  took  up  the  matter,  passed  resolutions,  and 
requested  the  dei)artment  of  foreign  affaira  to  do  something  here  in 
order  to  settle  those  difficulties.  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  who  was  then 
minister  of  foreign  affairs,  and  a  personal  friend  of  mine,  selected  me 
for  that  purpose,  though  I  had  never  belonged  to  the  department  of  for- 
eign affairs.  He  selected  me  on  account,  perhaps,  of  what  he  consid- 
ered my  fitness  for  that  matter,  but  not  at  all  on  account  of  any  previous 
connection  with  the  department  of  foreign  affairs  of  France.  He  knew 
that  I  was  here,  and  he  requested  the  Marquis  de  Montholon,  then 
minister  of  France,  to  hand  over  this  commission  to  me.  [Producing  a 
commission.]    That  was  my  first  appointment. 

It  was  in  that  capacity  that  I  requested  Mr.  Fessenden,  then  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to  be  so  kind  as  to  hear  me.  He  did 
so.  After  some  consultations  and  conferences  with  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  Mr.  Sherman  asked  me  to  draw  some  provisions  of  a  bill, 
which  I  did ;  and  I  should  say  that  those  provisions  of  tariff*  have  now 
become  a  law.  I  argued  that  question  oncebefore  the  Committee  on  Finance 
of  the  Senate,  and,  I  believe,  two  or  three  times  before  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  of  the  House,  and  finally  it  was,  after  an  agreemeDt 
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l)etween  General  Scheiiek  and  myself,  that  the  same  provisions  were 
inserted  in  the  la^t  bill  which  has  become  a  law.  That  is  about  this 
tariff  question. 

I  understood  they  were  quite  pleased  at  the  department  of  foreign 
affairs  with  ray  managemeut  of  the  tariff  question,  and  although  M. 
Drouyn  de  Lliuya  had  resigned,  a  relative  of  mine  was  then  appointed 
his  successor ;  and  that  rehitive  of  mine  hearing  from  me,  I  suppose, 
through  his  bureaus,  (because  I  have  never  written  to  him  anything 
personally  about  those  matters  or  anything  else,)  sent  here  a  dispatch  by 
which  he  requested  M.  Berthemy 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Then  the  minister  of  France  to  the  United  States  ? — A.  Yes,  sir  ; 
to  hand  over  to  me  all  the  questions  relating  to  French  claims — private 
claims  against  the  United  IStates.  There  were  about  four  or  live  hun- 
dred of  those  claims. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  there  any  claims  against  citizens  as  well  as  against  the  Uni- 
ted Statist — A.  Against  citizens  as  well  as  against  the  United  States ; 
questions  6f  every  sort.  Since  that  time,  up  to  now,  I  have  had  those 
papers  in  charge  ;"the  files  are  in  my  house,  entirely  outside  of  the  lega- 
tion ;  but  generally  I  do  not  act  without  consulting  previously  the  head 
of  the  legation  here. 

After  that  time  I  had  begun  to  understand  English  enough  to  try  to 
do  something  on  my  own  account,  and  then,  thanks  to  this  starting- 
poiut,  for  which  I  am  indebted  to  the  then  minister  of  foreign  affairs, 
1  began  to  have  cases  from  every  quarter;  and  though  I  cannot  argue 
a  case  before  a  court  here,  I  think  I  may  be  counted  among  the  persons 
who  have  the  greatest  amount  of  judicial  matters  in  their  hands  in 
Washington.  I  have  many  which  belong  to  American  citizens,  and  I 
should  say  that  my  best  practice  is  among  American  citizens.  The  rea- 
son why  I  cannot  argue  a  case  before  a  court  is  merely  this,  that  I  can- 
not take  the  constitutional  oath  without  compromising  my  French  citi- 
zenship, which  I  am  unwilling  to  do. 

Q.  You  prepare  your  cases  for  the  court? — A.  lam  a  solicitor;  to  es- 
tablish the  distinction  they  have  in  England,  I  am  a  solicitor,  and 
attorneys  argue  my  cases. 

Matters  remained  in  that  way  until  the  fall  of  the  empire.  When 
the  peace  was  concluded — I  do  not  know  why,  and  I  am  still  unable  to 
explain  why — one  da3^  the  legation  here  received  from  M.  Jules  Favre, 
then  minister  of  foreign  affairs,  whom  I  have  never  known,  who  had  no 
relation  or  acquaintance  with  my  own  familj',  the  appointment  of  legal 
adviser  of  the  legation.  That  was  by  a  telegram  dated  March  24, 1871, 
of  which  I  have  here  an  official  copy. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Will  you  read  it? — A.  Certainly: 

"  I  received  your  dispatch  of  the  7th  instant  M.  de  Bellonnet  will 
start  very  soon  for  the  United  States.  In  the  mean  while  call  on  M. 
Chambrun,  if  needed. 

"JULES  FAVEE.'' 

This  is  a  certified  copy,  certified  by  the  chargS  cPaffaires. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  To  whom  was  that  addressed! — ^A.  To  the  then  chargi  ^affaires. 
22  s  A 
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You  remember,  perhaps,  Mr.  Senator,  that  Mr.  Treilhard  became  ex- 
ceedingly sick  about  that  time,  and  there  was  no  one  but  a  third  secre- 
tary here;  and  when  they  were  made  apprised  of  that  situation  in 
France,  they  sent  that  telegram.  Since  that  time  1  have  been  consulted 
whenever  a  case  has  arisen  which  had  a  judicial  character;  but,  in  the 
mean  while,  I  have  continued  my  practice  outside.  I  think  that  the 
practice  I  have  had  on  the  ])art  of  the  French  government  doevS  not 
amount  to  more  than  one-sixth  or  one  seventh  of  ray  whole  practice. 
In  one  word,  my  situation  here  is  exactly  the  same  as  the  situatiou  of 
Mr.  Carlisle  in  regard  to  the  Spanish  legation.  I  supi>ose  this  expla- 
nation may  do  away  at  once  with  any  charge  relating  to  the  secret  ser- 
vice. I  have  never  belonged  to  the  secret  service  in  my  life — never, 
never,  never.  That  does  away  at  once  with  those  expressions  of  "si)y/' 
and  '*  emissary,"  which  I  was  very  sorry  to  hear  uttered  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  not  for  my  own  sake,  but  for  the  sake  of  my  country,  and  1 
should  say  for  the  sake  of  the  gentleman  who  uttered  them,  for  the  reason 
that  I  was  not  there  to  defend  myself.  It  is  because  he  is  not  here  that 
I  shall  not  answer  him. 

Q.  Now,  let  me  ask  you  another  question,  and  perhaps  you  will  then 
get  along  best  by  proceeding  in  jour  own  way.  When  did  you  first 
make  a  discovery  by  which  you  supposed  there  had  been  a  wrong  ap- 
propriation of  moneys  furnished  by  the  French  government  for  arms, 
and  what  did  you  do  ? — A.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  you  will  allow  me,  I  will 
make  my  statement  about  my  relations  with  M.  Place,  and  that  will 
come  just  in. 

The  Chairman.   Make  it  in  your  own  way. 

The  Witness.  My  relations  with  the  family  of  M.  Place  go  back  to 
1859.  M.  Place  has  a  very  distinguished  brother,  w  ho  was  the  secretary 
to  my  father-in-law  when  my  father-in-law  w^as  embassador  to  Rome. 
When  I  became  acquainted  with  the  family  of  my  wife,  I  l)ecame 
acquainted  with  that  M.  Place,  who  was  then  a  priest.  Since  that  time 
up  to  the  present  moment  my  friendship  for  him  has  been  unbroken, 
and  I  think  his  for  me  has  been  exactly  the  same. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Where  is  he  now  1 — A.  He  is  bishop  of  Marseilles,  one  of  the  lead- 
ing bishops  of  France.  Since  that  time  up  to  the  time  he  came  to  New 
York,  I  do  not  think  that  I  saw  M.  Victor  Phice  more  than  three  timei>. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  That  is  the  consul? — A.  The  consul. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  W"as  he  consul  or  consul  general  ? — A.  He  was  consul  general  at 
New  York.  I  believe  once  I  saw  him  at  a  reception,  once  at  his  broth- 
ei*'s,  and  once  in  a  street  of  Paris,  w^here  he  gave  me  a  description  of 
the  East,  which  made  him  appear  to  me  a  very  brilliant  man,  bat  I 
should  say  the  way  in  which  he  described  his  stay  in  the  East  he  did 
not  inspire  me  with  a  great  confidence  in  his  business  capacity.  When 
he  came  to  New  York  as  consul  general,  appointed  by  the  empire,  I  <lo 
not  say  that  the  impression  of  the  then  minister  .here,  Mr.  Berthemy, 
was  very  different  from  mine,  and  I  do  not  say  that  I  considered  his 
appointment  as  a  very  good  one.  When  he  arrived  in  April,  1870,  he 
wrote  me  a  polite  note,  saying  that  he  had  something  ti)  deliver  me.  I 
answered  him  politely,  thanking  him  for  his  kindness  in  bringing  a 
little  box,  I  believe  it  was,,  from  France,  and  I  did  not  see  him  until 
September  of  the  same  year.    At  that  time  I  was  at  Long  Branch,  or 
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below  Long  Branch  a  little,  and  ^oing  myself  almost  every  day  to  New 
York,  I  thought  it  was  too  impolite  not  to  call  on  him.  1  called  on 
him  ill  a  very  formal  way,  speaking  of  his  brother,  hut  nothing  about 
business.  In  the  meanwhile,  M.  Place  had  become  exceedingly  dis- 
tasteful to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  mean  the  French  secretary  of  state  ! — A.  No ;  the  Ameri- 
can Secretary  of  State,  Mr.  Hamilton  Fish.  An  incident  had  arisen 
about  certain  French  vessels  in  the  port  of  New  York,  and  I  received  a 
note  from  M.  Berthemy,  saying  to  me, "  On  account  of  your  previous  rela- 
tions with  Place,  call  on  him  and  say  to  him,  'For  God's  sake,  keep  quiet.''' 
80  I  did.  At  that  time  there  was  every  day  something  said  about 
arms  purchases,  and  I  told  him,  "Mr.  Place,  don't  buy  any  arms  in  your 
oousulate.  You  know  I  do  not  speak  here  in  my  own  private  name, 
because  I  am  a  strict  constructionist  about  international  law^,  and  I  do 
not  hke  very  much  these  pertbrmances ;  but  I  give  you  this  advice  in 
the  name  of  M.  Berthemy  and  myself :  keep  quiet  and  do  not  buy  arms 
in  this  consulate  here.  Let  them  do  it  outside,  but  do  not  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  them."  That  was  rather  a  way  of  warning  him  and 
of  making  him  understand  whal»  I  thought  about  the  whole  scheme 
than  anything  else.  I  may  state  here  that  I  think  it  was  on  account 
of  that  advice  that  he  employed  a  broker  outside  the  consulate  to  a 
great  extent,  but  that  does  not  matter  here. 

From  that  time  to  January,  1871, 1  may  say  that  I  saw^  him  perhaps 
ei^ht  times ;  that  is  all,  and  I  say  eight  because  I  want  to  be  very 
fair  in  my  statement.  I  remember  very  distinctly  that  one  day  he 
showed  me  the  telegrams  he  had  received  from  Tours,  then  the  seat  of 
the  provisional  government.  He  showed  me,  also,  the  answer  he  had 
made  to  some  of  them.  In  one  of  those  telegrams  he  attiicked  Kem- 
ington.  I  saw  the  answer  he  had  received  from  Mr.  Le  Cesne,  and  in 
reading  between  two  words  I  told  him,  "  My  friend,  you  are  gone ; 
those  men  will  kill  you ;  you  may  do  what  you  like,  they  are  your  ene- 
mies, and  you  will  be  sacrificed  at  the  end."  But  precisely  for  that  rea- 
son I  was  myself  a  great  deal  more  cautious,  and  still  more  by  the  reason 
that  the  legation  kept  itself  entirely  aloof  so  far  as  it  could. 

During  the  months  of  January,  February,  and  March  I  did  not  go  to 
New  York,  but  I  received  merely  a  note  from  Mr.  Place,  which  is  to  this 
effect : 

''  New  York,  January  17, 1871. 

"Dear  Sir:  Anindividualbythenameof  John  Absterdam,  French  by 
birth,  and  wlio  ap[>eared  to  me  perfectly  well  acquainted  with  the  work- 
ing of  the  arsenals  in  the  United  States,  came  and  informed  me  that  the 
invoices  of  artillery  which  have  been  made  at  this  time  to  the  French 
government  by  Messrs.  Kemingtou  are  exceedingly  bad,  and  that  the 
quality  is  very  interior.  These  revelations  being  very  grave,  I  confide 
them  to  you,  and  ask  you  to  verify  them  as  much  as  possible,  and  to 
communicate  the  result  of  your  information. 

'*  VICTOR   PLACE. 

"P.  S. — One  of  the  clerks  of  the  consulate  told  me 'that  he  saw  on 
pier  43  boxes  containing  artillery  coming  from  the  arsenals  of  California, 
upon  which  was  written  *  unserviceable,'  and  they  were  addressed  to  the 
*  Adjutant  General,  corner  Houston  and  Greene  streets.'" 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 
Q.  Do  you  translate  that  note  from  the  French  f — A.  From  the  French. 
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Q.  I  notice  that  you  read  '*  artillery  !" — A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  is  the  French  expression! — A.  Artill^rie. 

Q.  Does  that  mean  "artillery,"  or  does  it  mean  "ordnance  stores"!— 
A.  It  means  ordnance  stores.  You  are  right.  ^^Artillerie^  in  French 
applies  to  two  things,  artillery  itself  and  ordnance  stores. 

(At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Carpenter  the  postscript  of  the  letter,  in 
French,  is  inserted  in  the  testimony,  viz: 

"  Un  des  employes  du  consulat  m'a  dit  avoir  vue  d^barquer  2m  pier  43 
des  caisses  renfermant  des  objets  d'artillerie  provenant  des  arsenaux 
de  Californie  et  sur  lesquelles  il  y  avait  ^crit :  Unser\'iceable ;  a  tont 
portantFadvise:  Adjutant  6<3n6ral, corner  Houston  and  Greene  streets.'') 

The  Witness.  I  do  not  think  that  I  made  any  reply.  In  the  mean 
while  informations  came  here  to  the  legation,  and  those  informations 
were  of  such  a  nature  as  they  should  wake  up  my  attention  anyhow.  I 
had  no  reason  to  do  so  at  once,  and  therefore  I  put  it  off  until  I  received 
the  telegram  appointing  me  here  as  the  legal  adviser  of  the  legation. 
It  was  about  that  time  that  I  saw  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Retrenchment,  Mr.  Patterson. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  About  what  time  was  that  ? — Af  In  the  latter  part  of  March,  1871. 
You  can  control  one  date  by  the  other,  b^'^  the  date  of  my  appointment. 
I  told  Mr.  Patterson  that  infonnation  of  a  rather  vague  character,  but 
information  tending  to  the  same  effect,  had  come  to  us  in  various  shapes, 
and  that  I  heard  many  things  connecting  not  high  officials,  but  panies 
even  in  the  Government,  or  rather  officers  of  the  Government,  with  that 
matter.  1  told  him  that  I  thought  there  was  some  discrepancy  between 
the  War  accounts  and  the  Treasur^^  accounts,  and  that,  without  pushing 
this  matter  further  for  the  time  being,  I  asked  him  to  see  whether,  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ketrenchment,  he  could  see  those  papers 
and  explain  to  me  how  the  matter  stood.  That  was,  in  fact,  my  idea, 
so  far  as  my  recollection  goes,  about  these  first  interviews. 

In  the  mean  while  the  order  came  here  to  the  legation  to  remove  M. 
Place,  and  to  put  in  his  stead  the  French  consul  at  Charleston,  M.  Bel- 
laigue.  The  charg6  d'affaires  telegraphed  him ;  he  came  here  from 
Charleston,  and  it  was  understood  that  I  should  accompany  him  to  New 
York  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  him.  So  w-e  did.  I  went  to 
New  York.  M.  Place  at  that  time  had  lost  two  of  his  children. 
This  fact,  put  together  with  the  very  unpleasant  duty  I  had  to  i)erform 
in  regard  to  him,  decided  me  not  to  see  him  personally.  So  I  avoided 
him ;  he  was  sick ;  I  sent  him  my  card  ;  and  there  the  matter  endetl.  M. 
Bellaigue  took  possession  of  the  consulate.  I  saw  the  papers  then,  read 
the  records,  made  myself  acquainted  with  the  whole  case  as  it  stood,  and 
then  came  back  to  Washington.  It  was  in  the  mean  while  that  M.  de 
Bellonnet  arrived  here  as  charg6  de  affaires.  M.  Bellounet  had  special 
instructions  from  the  French  government  to  investigate  the  matter. 
Therefore  he  stopped  at  New  York,  saw  the  consul,  and  when  he  came 
here  he  read  to  me  the  draught  of  a  report  for  the  French  govern- 
ment which  certainly  appears  to  me  now  one  of  the  most  wonderful 
papers.  The  foresight  he  showed  in  that  examination  struck  me,  and 
since  that  time  I  have  become  convinced  and  remain  convinced  that  he 
said  the  truth,  and  the  whole  truth,  about  the  transactions  of  M.  Place- 
His  idea  was  this:  '^ There  were  several  invoices  made  by  the  consul 
in  his  own  name;  those  invoices  may  be  received  by  the  government; 
they  may  be  refused.  It  is  a  matter  for  a  civil  suit,  and  nothing  else. 
There  is  nothing  looking  like  an  intention  of  fraud  in  the  acts  of  the 
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consul,  and  as  for  his  commission  of  2  per  cent.,  which  he  had  charged 
upon  the  government,  (which  would  be  the  only  head  under  which  he 
could  be  tried  and  convicted,)  he  has  declared  that  he  was  ready 
to  give  it  back  to  the  government."  So  his  conclusions  were,  that  in  rela- 
tion to  the  consul  everything  should  merely  assume  a  civil  shape,  and 
become  a  matter  for  law-suits  between  the  government  of  France  and 
the  late  consul  at  New  York.  Now,  about  the  general  situation  of  affairs 
his  idea  was  this :  That  by  the  transiictions  of  outside  parties,  say  Mr.  Le 
Cesne  in  France  and  Mr.  Remington  in  the  United  States,  the  French 
government  had  undergone  a  dry  loss  of  $1,500,000.  So  you  see  the 
view  of  the  situation  taken  by  M.  Bellonnet  about  M.  Place  ;  "  he  is  a 
I)oor  consul  general;  dismiss  him;  and  if  he  owes  money  to  the  French 
government,  sue  him,  and  compel  him  to  pay,  if  you  can.  Now,  for  his 
criminal  responsibility,  there  is  none  so  far  as  we  can  see,  since  the  com- 
Diission  of  2  per  cent,  he  is  willing  to  give  back  to  the  government." 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  That  was  Bellonnet's  report  f — A.  The  report  of  M.  Bellonnet ; 
and  I  should  say  that  I  approved  it  fully.  In  the  mean  while  an  inci- 
dent took  place,  wliich  woke  me  up.  I  read  in  the  New  York  Sun  a 
statement  relating  to  the  affairs  of  the  consulate  general,  in  w^hich  there 
was  a  part  of  truth,  and  in  which  there  were  also  mistakes  made  by  the 
writer;  but  nevertheless  that  statement  was  well  w^orth  calling  my 
attention.  Mr.  Charles  A.  Dana,  1  believe,  himself  had  written  up  or 
prepared  that  statement. 

It  was  to  this  effect:  that  a  ring  had  been  formed  in  the  United  States 
for  selling  arms  to  France;  that  the  consul  and  his  commissioner,  M. 
Chauviteaux,  had  been  members  of  that  ring ;  and  that  outside  parties, 
some  of  them  American  officials,  had  been  part  of  it,  and  thej*  had  co- 
operated together.  M.  Bellonnet  requested  me  to  give  him  an  opinion, 
to  know  whether  M.  Place  should  not  sue  the  "  Sun"  at  once  for  libel. 
After  examining  carefully  that  matter,  I  answered  to  him,  "  No,"  and  I 
gave  him  a  long  statement,  in  which  I  set  forth  my  views.  I  said  to  him, 
**No;  let  M.  Place  alone,  and  the  Sun  had  better  be  left  alone."  But, 
going  to  New  York  in  the  mean  while,  I  saw  Mr,  Charles  A.  Dana,  whom 
I  had  known  here  while  he  was  Assistant  Secretary  of  War.  You  remem  - 
ber  that,  in  1864  and  1865,  he  was  here  as  Assistant  Secretary  of  War.  I 
had  never  had  with  him  anything  but  social  intercourse ;  I  had  met  him 
from  time  to  time ;  and  I  said,  "  Well,  I  am  perfectly  well  entitled  to 
call  on  him,  and  to  ask  him  what  he  knows  about  that  matter."  Mr. 
Charles  A.  Dana  understood  my  explanation  about  the  consul.  I  told 
him,  "  You  are  mistaken ;  the  poor  man  has  been  made  the  scape-goat 
of  others ;  but  what  do  you  know  yourself  about  that  ring  you  spoke 
of  r  It  was  he  who  gave  me  the  name  of  Mr.  John  Hoey,  in  connection 
with  this  matter.  Since  that  name  has  been  pronounced  here,  I  want 
to  state  that  since  that  time  I  have  heard  that  very  name  pronounced 
over  again  several  times ;  but,  for  my  own  self,  I  have  never  thought  of 
inquiring  about  him  ;  I  do  not  know  who  he  is,  and  the  only  thing  I 
know  about  him  is  that  he  lives  at  Long  Branch.  But  the  first  gentle- 
man who  gave  me  his  name,  in  connection  with  these  matters,  was  Mr. 
Charles  A.  Dana. 

You  see,  Mr.  Chairman,  within  what  limits  I  confine  myself  in  regard 
to  him,  because,  above  all,  1  do  not  want  to  harm  anybody,  or  do  any- 
thing wrong  in  regard  to  anybody  here  or  in  France.  Therefore  I  sug- 
gest the  name  of  the  gentleman  who  first  spoke  to  me  about  it,  Mr. 
Dana. 
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After  that  time  M.  Place  left  New  York.  He  was  summoned  before 
the  committee  of  the  French  assembly  to  account  for  his  acts.  I 
read  that  testimony  before  that  committee,  and  I  should  sa> 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  we  want  to  go  into  the  iuvestigatiou 
in  France. 

The  Witness.  You  will  see,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  only  to  coimect  two 
facts.  That  testimony,  in  fact,  did  not  amount  to  anything.  It  was  the 
testimony  of  a  man  entirely  broken  down,  who  did  not  remember  any- 
thing, and  who  could  not  say 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Let  me  make  one  remark  to  you -here,  and  then  you 
may  take  your  own  course  in  regard  to  your  testimony.  We  have  uo 
authority  to  inquire  into  any  proceeding  in  France,  or  any  proceedino; 
or  action  of  the  French  government,  and  do  not  assume  to  do  so.  With 
that  remark,  you  may  proceed  with  your  statement  as  you  choose.— A. 
Very  well.  After  that  time  M.  Place  was  tried,  and  I  may  state 
here,  in  connection  with  that  trial,  that  that  family,  wanting  me  to  help 
them,  sent  me  a  retaining  fee  to  act  as  their  attoriu\y.  This  I  declined 
to  do,  and  I  returned  the  retainer  because  I  wanted  to  remain  entirely 
free  in  that  matter,  and  to  follow  mj'  own  judgment,  and  nothing  else. 

M.  Place  was  tried  and  acquitted.  I  have  never  seen  such  a  failure 
on  the  part  of  a  prosecution. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  ScHURZ.)  Where  was  that? — ^A.  In  Paris.  Mr.  Reming- 
ton could  not  make  good  any  one  of  his  charges,  and  M.  Le  Cesne  was 
exactly  in  the  same  situation.    It  was  some  time  in  October  last. 

The  Chairman.  Unless  that  connects  some  Government  official  here, 
we  do  not  think  it  is  important  for  us. 

The  Witness.  After  that,  the  following  day,  I  think,  M.  Place  wrote 
me,  and  he  sent  me  in  that  letter,  as  an  evidence  of  his  innocence,  the 
letter  of  Remington  to  Le  Cesne,  containing  the  charges  preferred  by 
Remington  against  M.  Place. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Is  that  the  letter  printed  in  Mr.  Sumner^s  preamble  ! — A.  The  very 
same  one  M.  Place  sent  me.  lie  said,  also,  "  If  you  want  a  certifietl 
copy  of  it  my  attorney  will  send  it  to  you.'' 

Q.  And  ]VI.  Place  sent  you  a  copy  of  the  Remington  letter?— A. 
That  is  it,  saying,  "If  you  want  a  certified  copy  my  attorney  will  send 
you  one."  I  did  not  want  a  certified  copy,  for  the  letter  itself  had  been 
copied  by  a  Frenchman,  who  did  not  understand  a  word  of  English, 
and  in  reading  it  I  saw  i)lainly  that  the  man  could  not  have  altered  a 
single  word  of  the  letter  from  Remington  to  Le  Cesne.  1  glanced  at» 
that  letter.  It  was  in  October.  I  was  exceedingly  busy  at  that  time, 
and  I  put  it  aside  and  said,  ''  >Vhen  I  shall  be  more  at  leisure  I  shall 
read  it  more  carefully."  It  was  only  in  December  last,  after  I  bad  had 
that  letter  in  my  hands  for  more  than  six  weeks,  that  I  began  to  study  it. 
I  studied  it  in  connection  with  this  fact — I  do  not  know  whether  I  have 
a  right  to  tell  you  how  I  knew  it,  but  M.  Bellonnet  authorized  me  to  do 
so,  and  I  will  act  in  accordance  with  his  suggestion — I  understood  that 
the  attorney  of  Mr.  Remington  had  come  to  the  French  legation  with  a 
certain  numberof  certificates,  one  signed  by  General  Spinner,  one  signal 
by  General  Belknap,  one  signed  by  Mr.  Secretary  Robeson,  one  by  Mr. 
Jay  Cooke — of  course,  as  a  banker,  he  had  a  right  to  give  it — and  ^Ir. 
Roscoe  Coukling.  Those  certificates  were  presented  to  the  legation  here 
in  Washington  for  visS^  and  the  charge  d'affaires  authorized  me  lately 
to  tell  you  that  it  is  he  who  spoke  to  me  first  about  those  certificates. 
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Q.  What  were  those! — A.  The  recommendatious  given  to  Mr.  Reui- 
ington. 

Q.  When  he  went  to  France  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  Governor  Hoffman's  also  among  them  f  — A.  No,  not  Gover- 
nor Hoffman's ;  those  papers  were  presented  at  the  French  consulate  at 
New  York.  I  asked  at  once  Mr.  Bellonuet,  "  Please  tell  me  whether 
those  papers  have  been  sent  from  the  State  Department  here."  1  wanted 
to  see  at  once  whether  the  Secretary  of  State,  whom  I  know  to  be  so 
cautious,  had  helped  directly  Mr.  Remington ;  if  the  case  of  Mr.  Rem- 
ington had  been  indorsed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  himself.  That  was 
my  main  point,  but  it  was  answered  to  me,  "  No." 

Q.  Who  answered  you  that! — A.  M.  Bellonnet;  who  saw  those 
papers;  had  them  in  his  hands,  and  he  said  to  me,  "  No ;  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  not  done  anything.  Those  papers  go  directly  from  American 
officials  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Remington.  Among  them  there  Is  an 
indorsement  of  General  Spinner,  requesting  Mr.  Washburne  to  do  all 
in  bis  power  to  help  Mr.  Remington,  and  that  done  outside  the  State 
Department."  When  I  was  ap]>rised  of  these  facts,  at  once  I  took  up 
the  letter  of  Remington  to  Le  Cesne,  and  I  saw  what  would  become  of 
the  second  trial  of  M.  Place.  While  here,  the  legation  and  myself,  and 
e\%ry  French  official  in  the  United  States,  was  sfiying,  "  Let  the  case  rest 
on  its  own  merits."  American  officials  had,  in  fact,  prepared  the  con» 
viction  of  M.  Place.  We  did  not  say  he  was  innocent ;  we  did  not  say 
he  was  guilty;  w^e  said  only,  "  Let  the  case  rest  on  its  own  merits,  and 
you  gentlemen,  hands  off."  It  was  at  that  time  that  1  spoke  to  Senator 
Patterson,  and  1  told  him  that,  in  my  judgment,  I  considered  this  action 
on  the  part  of  the  gentlemen  who  had  given  those  certificates  as  a 
direct  admixture  in  a  case  which  was  going  to  be  tried  in  France.  Tliat 
was  the  view  I  took  of  that  matter. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  About  what  time  was  that  interview  with  Senator  Patterson  ? — 
A.  I  believe  it  was  about  the  13th  or  14th  of  December  last.  My  posi- 
tion, therefore,  was  just  as  clear,  I  think,  as  possible.  I  would  not  help 
M.  Place  at  all ;  1  had  declined  to  be  his  attorney.  But  as  I  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  ca«e,  I  thought  that  it  should  rest  on  its  own  merits, 
and,  just  as  Mr.  Carpenter  suggested  now  that  I  should  not  speak  here 
of  French  affairs  and  French  trials,  so  I  did  not  think  at  that  time  that 
American  officials  should  interfere  in  a  trial  which  was  to  take  place 
very  soon  in  France. 

Mr.  Carpentbe.  You  may  have  misunderstood  me.  I  did  not  wish 
to  rebuke  you  or  put  any  bar  in  the  way  of  your  saying  anything  you 
pleased,  but  simply  to  remind  you  that  this  committee  did  not  call  for 
any  such  information,  and  had  no  authority  to. 

The  Witness.  Very  well. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Cabpenteb.)  Have  you  copies  of  those  certificates  you 
spoke  of? — A.  Yes;  but  I  cannot  communicate  those  copies,  because  I 
made  notes  myself  on  the  margin. 

Q.  Can  you  not  read  the  original  certificates! — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  will 
dictate  a  translation  of  those  certificates,  and  put  them  in  evidence.  In 
that  state  of  mind  I  spoke  to  Senator  Patterson  about  the  13th  day 
of  December.  I  say  13th,  because  when  I  heard  about  the  beginning  of 
those  debates  on  the  Committee  on  lietrenchment  I  was  in  New  York. 
That,  you  see,  brings  us  about  to  the  13th  or  14th  of  December.    I  have 
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read  Senator  Patterson's  statement,  and  I  have  nothing  to  add ;  nothingto 
change.  His  statement  about  that  time  is  the  exa<;t  truth,  and  his 
recollections  were  even  more  clear  than  mine  could  have  been. 
!Now  I  come  to  my  first  call  on  the  Secretary  of  War,  which  was  on  the 
27th  of  December.  I  asked  Monsieur  Bellonnet  to  give  me  a  special 
power  of  attorney  to  introduce  myself  and  to  define  to  the  Secretary  the 
scope  and  limit  of  my  inquiries.  1  see  that  the  Secretary  of  War  has 
put  in  evidenc^e  that  power  of  attorney.  The  translation,  so  far  a^s  1  cm 
see,  is  perfectly  accurate.  I  do  not  think  that  I  need  to  read  it,  however, 
again.  It  related  only  to  the  examination  of  the  list  of  sales  and  to  some 
points  relating  to  those  sales.  I  do  not  remember  exactly  what  were 
his  instructions.  Anyhow,  that  power  of  attorney  stated  that  I  should 
act  in  a  confidential  way — nothing  public— only  confidential  communica- 
tion. I  translated  that  power  to  the  Secretary  of  War  from  the  French  into 
Englfsh, holding  the  French  in  my  hands,  and  the  Secretary  said,'* Confi- 
dential! no!  no!  I  do  not  accept  this  word  at  all ;  you  may  say  every- 
thing you  want,  i)rovided  it  is  not  in  a  confidentijil  way.^  I  assented  at 
once,  though  that  might  require  some  explanations  with  Monsieur  Bellon- 
net. After  we  had  agreed  about  the  list  of  sales,  the  Secretary  began  to 
speak  to  me  about  the  letter  of  Kemington  to  Le  Cesne  that  Mr.  Pat- 
terson had  brought  to  him,  and  which,  by  the  way,  he  had  put  on  filelu 
his  Department.  He  said  to  me,  "  Well,  this  letter  is  very  strange.''  If 
I  do  not  repeat  his  words,  I  am  sure  I  repeat  the  drift  of  the  conversa- 
tion, and  I  am  very  sorry  that  he  is  not  here,  because  I  would  like  to 
see  whether  our  recollection  agrees  from  the  beginning  to  the  end ;  but 
nevertheless  I  think  that  I  am  sure  to  be  pretty  accurate.  I  told  him, 
"  Now,  Mr.  Secretary,  the  worst  of  it  is  in  your  certificates  given  to 
Eemington.  You  change  the  condition  of  a  trial  which  will  take 
l)lace  very  soon  in  France."  Then  I  explained  to  him  that  an  ap- 
peal had  been  taken  from  the  decision  releasing  M.  Place,  aud 
discharging  him,  and  that  the  second  trial  was  going  to  take  place 
in  a  few  days,  and  I  knew,  from  my  own  positive  knowledge,  that 
those  papers  would  be  used  to  help  Remington,  who  had  failed  the 
first  time  to  make  good  his  charges,  and  that  now,  strengthened  as  he 
was  by  very  high  officials,  I  w^as  afraid  that  Place  would  not  have  fair 
l)lay,  and  the  only  thing  I  wanted  for  him  was  precisely  fair  play. 

The  Secretary  answered  me,  "  Before  I  signed  that  paper  of  Keming- 
ton, if  I  had  seen  that  letter  he  wrote  to  Le  Cesne,  he  would  never  have 
got  it ;  ilever ;  and  if  I  had  known  it,  instead  of  giving  those  papers,  1 
should  have  spoken  some  words  which  he  would  have  remembered  to 
the  last  hour  of  his  life."  About  that  I  am  positive.  I  told  him,  '^  Mr. 
Secretary",  that  does  not  change  the  situation  at  all."  ''  Well,"  said  he, 
"give  me  a  way,  whatever  it>may  be,  to  qualify  my  statergents,  and  1 
will  qualify  them  in  that  letter. 

Q.  B3'  "  qualify  them," do  you  mean  establish  them — prove  them!— 
A.  No ;  to  qualify  his  statements  in  regard  to  Remington — to  restrict 
them. 

Q.  You  mean  Belknap's  statement  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  did  not  know  very 
well  how  to  help  him  out  of  his  own  troubles,  because  he  was  very 
much  troubled  about  that  certificate.  I  am  positive  as  to  that.  lie 
suggested,  himself,  that  that  letter  from  llemington  to  Le  Cesne  should 
be  sent  to  him  by  the  legation,  through  the  Dei^artment  of  State. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  To  Belknap  f— A.  To  Belknap.  When  I  heard  it,  I  said,  "  I  think 
I  shall  have  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to  overcome  here,  Mr,  Belknap, 
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because  I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Bellonnet  will  help  us  at 
all,  and  he  will  answer  at  once,  'I  do  not  want  to  interfere  in  this  case."' 
Nevertheless,  I  saw  Mr.  Belknap  so  much  in  earnest,  and,  after  all,  want- 
ing to  be  just  as  friendly  as  possible,  laccepfeed  that  suggestion.  Then 
be  took  nie  apart  into  his  second  room,  and  there  he  spoke  to  me  about 
several  matters.  I  do  not  think  that  I  shall  speak  the  lirst  about  that. 
I  have  nothing  to  withhold,  but  I  like  better  in  disclosing  these  conver- 
sations, that  he  do  it  himself,  or  authorize  me  to  do  so.  I  never  disclose 
a  coutidential  conversation  unless  I  am  authorized  to  do  so. 

Q.  Did  he  invite  you  into  that  second  room,  or  did  you  invite  him! — 
A.  He  invited  me  himself.  When  he  has  spoken  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  speak  about  these  matters;  but  I  do  not  see  why,  in  my 
l)08ition  here,  I  should  be  the  first  to  disclose  anything  that  took  place 
in  that  way.    I  speak  of  what  took  place  before  witnesses. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  objection  to  the  Secretary's  disclosing  them  ? — A. 
None  whatever.    He  may  say  what  I  told  him. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Who  were  those  witnesses  who  were  i)resent  at  the  conver- 
sation?— A.  I  do  not  remember.  There  were  several  persons  going 
and  coming,  but  I  do  not  know  them. 

Q:  Was  his  private  clerk  there  ! — A.  Yes,  I  am  sure.  After  that  I 
went  to  the  legation,  and  I  should  say  that  M.  Bellonnet  received  me 
in  a  way  which  was  not  very  encouraging  to  the  success  of  my  negotia- 
tions. He  said  to  me,  "  Why,  it  is  General  Dyer  who  is  going  to  answer 
this  letter,  and  I  have  here  on  my  table  the  rejmrt  of  Senator  Howard 
in  relation  to  General  Dyer  saying  that  he  has  destroyed  papers  5'' 
that  report,  I  think,  the  Senator  from  Illinois  (Mr.  Logan)  had  some- 
thing to  do  with.  "  That  report  I  sent  myself  to  France,  and  you  want 
me  now  to  send  the  correspondenae  written  by  that  same  General  Dyer, 
^'ever."  Then  I  told  him — and  I  think  I  presumed  a  little  too  much — I 
told  him  that  Mr.  Belknap  would  answer  himself  that  it  was  his  own 
personal  matter.  Mr.  Bellonnet  then  yielded,  and  he  sent  that  letter 
to  the  Secretary  of  State.  For  fear  that  something  wrong  would 
bai)pen,  I  called  on  the  Secretary  of  State  on  the  second  of  January,  and 
here  I  may  state  that  I  have  for  the  Secretary  of  State  feelings  of  high 
respect  an<l  high  consideration.  I  have  had  many  relations  with  him, 
and  every  time  I  see  him 

Mr.  Carpenter.  That  is  all  immaterial. 

The  Witness.  No  ;  you  will  see,  Mr.  Senator,  it  is  not  immaterial  on 
account  of  what  followed.  On  account  of  those  feelings,  I  thought  that  1 
should  speak  to  the  Secretary  of  Stat€f  myself.  I  went  there.  I  ex- 
plained to  him  exactly  the  meaning  of  the  communication  of  M.  Bellon- 
net; told  him  what  shape  matters  had  assumed,  and  why  I  wanted  him 
to  be  so  kind  as  to  forward  those  papers  at  once;  that  he  should 
see  Mr.  Belknap  about  that  point,  and  he  would  be  entirely  satisfied 
about  m3'  motives.    So  he  did. 

In  the  meanwhile  I  do  not  remember  exactly  whether  I  saw  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  or  not ;  but  anyhow,  on  the  20th  of  January,  the  consul  who 
had  acted  as  consul  general  of  France  in  New  York  had  just  been  replaced 
by  a  new  consul  general.  He  was  here  in  town.  He  had  written  several 
reports  on  these  arms  matters,  and  he  asked  me  whether  he  could  see  those 
lists  of  sales.    1  told  him,  "  I  do^not  see  that  I  cai\  take  you  directly 
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to  the  Ordnance  Office  without  introducing  you  to  the  Secretary  of  War, 
becauKse  it  would  not  be  courteous  on  my  part  to  do  so."  We  weut  to 
the  office  of  the  Secretary'  of  War,  both,  on  the  20th  of  January,  about 
10  o'clock.  The  Secretary  received  us  very  kindly,  and  then,  after  some 
words  said  about  the  list  of  sales,  and  raying  there  was  not  the  least 
trouble  about  that  matter,  he  turned  to  me  and  said,  "Well,  I  have  yonr 
letter  written  and  I  shall  read  it  to  you."  "  My  letter?"  1  said.  "  You 
mean  the  letter  to  the  cliargS  d'affaires f^^  "Yes,"  he  said,  "  that  is  so." 
"But  you  see,  Mr.  Secretary,  that  it  is  not  to  me;  it  is  to  the  charge 
Waffaires.^  "O,  j^es;  that  is  the  same  thing;  I  will  read  it."  Then  he 
read  it  without  asking  me  whether  the  gentleman  who  had  been  in 
charge  of  the  consulate  at  Kew  York  was  acquainted  at  all  with  tbese 
negotiations,  and  before  at  least  three  other  witnesses  and  a  meml)er  of 
Congress,  who  came  in  and  who  spoke  to  him  about  a  certain  matter 
relating  to  an  appropriation  bill,  I  believe,  and  to  whom  the  Secretary 
of  War  said  before  us — that  may  help  him  to  recognize  and  identify  the 

gentleman 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  Who  was  the  member  of  Congress! — A.  I  do 
not  know  ;  but  I  give  you  this  little  circumstance  to  help  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  recognize  the  gentleman.  Mr.  Belknap  took  his  own  report 
and  said,  "  Is  that  your  way  of  doing  things  ?  Do  you  not  see  that  ten 
thousand  desertions  have  occurred  duhng  the  last  ten  months,  one 
third  of  the  Army ." 

By  Mr.  Schtjrz  : 

Q.  He  told  that  to  the  member  of  Congress? — A.  Yes;  an^  then  be 
pointed  out  something  in  his  report  relating  to  the  matter  of  desertions. 
With  these  indications,  perhaps  he  may  remember  the  name  of  that 
member  of  Congress.  For  myself,  unless  I  had  him  before  me,  I  would 
not  recognize  him.    I  do  not  know  his  name. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  were  the  other  parties  f — A.  The  other  party  was  a  French- 
man, the  late  consul  of  France  at  New  York. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  His  name  ? — A.  M:  Bellaigue. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  there  were  three  others  t — A.  I  do  not 
know  who  those  three  gentlemen  were.  They  were  there  waiting  for 
the  Secretary.    I  did  not  know  them. 

Q.  That  lett<3r  you  speak  of  was  Mr.  Belknap's  letter  to  the  chargi 
^affaires  f — A.  That  one. 

Q.  Wjis  it  not  his  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State  ! — A.  That  is  it. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  meau  that  it  was  to  go  to  the  chargS  d'affaires  f — A.  To  the 
charge  daffaires,  through  the  State  Department. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Who  was  Secretary  Belknap's  letter  addressed  to ! — A.  To  tbc 
Secretary  of  State. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  It  is  the  letter  in  the  preamble  of  Mr.  Sumner's  resolution?— A. 
Precisely  that  one.    Then  I  did  not  say  anything  at  all  to  the  Secretary 
of  War,  though  I  was  struck  by  the  statement  he  made,  and  by  the 
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terms  of  the  letter.  There  is  something  which  I  mnst  specify  better. 
The  first  day  the  Secretary  of  War  read  me  the  indorsement  he  had 
prepared,  which  was  on  the  back  of  a  file  of  papers  relating  to  that 
matter,  as  he  puts  it  here  in  his  testimony. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

•  Q.  Ytm  say  he  read  that  letter  to  you  ? — A.  Let  me  go  on ;  I  will 
come  to  that.  Excuse  me.  The  first  day  he  read  us  the  indorsement, 
which  was  the  substance  of  the  letter  ;  the  following  day,  in  the 
morning,  on  the  21st,  I  called  alone  on  the  Secretary,  and  that  day 
there  were  still  several  gentlemen  in  the  room,  and  among  them  a 
gentleman,  not  of  Kentucky,  as  he  put  it  here,  but  a  gentleman  from 
Counecticut,  who  came  to  apply  for  the  appointment  of  the  son  of  Mr. 
Brandegee  to  West  Point.  He  interrupted  us ;  I  believe  he  heard  a 
part  of  the  conversation ;  but  anyhow  he  came  in  in  the  mean  while ;  I 
am  sure  about  that.  It  was  a  gentleman  from  Connecticut  who  came 
for  an  ai>pointraent  for  the  son  of  Mr.  Brandegee.  Then  the  con- 
versation between  the  Secretary  of  War  and  myself  was  about  as  fol- 
lows: I  told  him,  "Mr.  Secretary,  I  come  to  speak  to  you  confidentially 
about  the  draught  of  the  letter  you  showed  me  yesterday."  Then  he 
said  to  me,  "There  is  the  letter  itself."  The  letter  was  written  on  two 
half-sheets  of  paper  pasted  together.  1  see  it  just  as  if  it  was 
before  my  eyes  now.  I  took  that  letter  and  read  it  twice  or 
three  times.  Then  I  said  to  him,  "Mr.  Secretary,  it  is  exactly  the 
contrary  of  what  I  thought.  This  letter  confirms  everything  said  by 
■Mr.  Remington  in  his  letter.  You  wanted  to  explain  your  statements, 
aud  this  letter  strengthens  the  statements  of  Mr.  Remington  in  his 
letter  to  Mr.  Le  Cesne.  Richardson  is  a  straw-man;  you  know  that 
very  well."  "No,  sir;  1  do  not  know  it,"  he  replied.  "  Well,  but  they 
know  it  at  the  Ordnance  Office,"  said  I.  "  They  could  not  be  mistaken," 
he  said;  "it  is  impossible."  He  was  exceedingly  i)olite,  but  he  was 
quite  excited,  and  said,  "  Sir,  I  am  the  Ordnance  Office."  I  said,  "  I 
am  sorry ;  nevertheless  Mr.  Thomas  Richardson  is  the  attorney  of  Mr. 
Remington.  They  left  for  France  on  the  Java  together  on  the  24th 
day  of  December  last,  and  how  could  you  ignore  that  those  sales  of 
arms  were  made  to  Remington,  not  to  Richardson  i"  So  I  took  up  all 
the  statements  contained  in  the  answer  of  Mr.  Belknap  to  the  Secretary 
of  State,  compared  them  with  the  statements  of  Mr.  Remington  to  Mr. 
Le  Cesne,  and  told  him,  "  That  is  perfectly  correxjt;  Remington  spoke 
the  truth,  and  nothing  else."  Then  he  said,  "  I  wish  you  would  prefer 
charges  in  writing." 

By  Mr.  Ahes: 

Q.  Against  whom  f — A.  Against  anybody  I  wanted  to.  I  answered 
him,  "  Mr.  Secretary,  I  am  not  an  American  citizen ;  I  cannot  prefer 
charges  in  writing;  this  matter  should  come  through  the  legation, 
and  1  tell  jou  that  mj^  government  is  not  willing  to  do  any  such  thing. 
If  you  want  to  make  an  investigaticFn,  I  will  help  you  and  do  whatever 
I  can  to  enable  you  to  find  out  the  truth,  but  it  is  all  1  can  do.  I  have 
no  power  of  the  legation  to  go  further,  and  the  legation  cannot  give  me  a 
power.  It  should  go  straight  through  the  State  Department,  and  not 
come  through  me,"  «&c.  The  Secretary  of  War  did  not  appear  to  be 
exceedingly  struck  by  my  argument,  and  he  repeated  s^versil  times,  "  I 
wish  you  would  prefer  charges  in  writing ;  I  would  make  short  work  of 
those  fellows." 
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By  Mr.  CARPENTER : 

Q.  What  fellows? — A.  Any  oue.  But  I  answered  myself,  "I  am 
very  sorry  I  cannot ;  I  am  not  an  American  citizen  ;  1  came  to  yon  with 
a  power  of  attorney  of  the  legation,  and  that  is  all.  This  matter  must 
be  treated  by  the  legation,  and  I  can  tell  you,  without  disclosing  auj 
confidence,  that  the  government  of  France  has  no  desire  whatever  to 
interfere  in  this  case  at  all.''  We  i)arted  very  good  friends,  bnt  never- 
theless I  w^as  not  exceedingly  pleased  with  the  result  of  these  negotia- 
tions. I  called  on  Mr.  Patterson  and,  as  stated  by  that  Senator  in  bis 
testimony,  I  repeated  to  him,  I  think,  the  substance  of  that  letter. 
Mr.  Patterson  saw  the  Secretary  over  again,  and  so  we  went,  up  to  the 
25th  of  January ;  I  have  only  about  those  dates  to  refer  to  what  Mr. 
Patterson  saidj  he  was  exceedingly  plain,  and  his  memory  i)erfectly 
trustworthy. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Let  me  interrupt  you  there.  You  said  the  25th  of  January.  Did 
not  this  whole  proceeding  take  place  in  December? — A.  Itbegaoin 
December,  but  the  last  interview  between  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
myself  was  the  21st  of  January.  On  the  25th  of  January  I  received  a 
letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  which  I  shall  put  here  in  evidence: 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Please  read  it. — A.  I  have  it  here  now : 

"War  DEPART!ffENT, 

'*  Washington  City,  January  25, 1872. 

"  Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  on  yesterday  (24th  instant) 
I  caused  to  be  transmitted  to  the  House  of  Representatives  a  list  of  all 
sales  of  ordnance,  ordnance  stores,  &c.,  made  by  this  Department  from 
July  1,  18G5,  to  July  1,  1871,  giving  the  dates  of  sale,  the  names  of 
purchasers,  the  quantity  sold  to  each,  the  price,  and  the  amounts  paid 
therefor.  This  report  is  now  before  the  country,  and  will  probably  be 
printed  by  Congress,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  a  copy  thereof  can  be 
readily  ol3tained. 

"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"  WM.  W.  BELKNAP, 

"  Secretary  of  War. 
"  To  the  Marquis  de  Chaivibrun, 

**  (tc,  cfcc,  c£rc.,  Washingt^m.'^ 

When  I  received  that  letter,  I  considered  myself,  in  regard  to  tbe 
Secretary  of  War,  at  i)erfect  liberty  to  do  whatever  I  deemed  proper. 
In  the  meanwhile  I  bad  communicated  with  the  charge  (Taffairen  of 
France  the  substance,  or,  I  think,  the  very  words,  of  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Belknap  to  Mr.  Fish.  The  first  secretary,  the  charge  d'affaires,  had  not 
yet  in  his  hands  that  letter,  and  he  said  to  me,  "A  letter  or  a  diplomatic 
paper  belongs  to  two  persons — to  the  person  who  writes  it,  and  to  the 
person  who  receives  it.  There  is  no  intermediate  i)erson  who  has  ft 
right  to  see  a  diplomatic  paper  before  it  has  reached  its  destination. 
You  have  seen  that  paper.  The  Secretary  of  War  has  communicated  it 
to  you.  Very  well.  It  is  your  concern,  not  mine.  It  is  not  a  diplo- 
matic paper.  You  can  do  with  it  just  as  you  please,  and  I  shall  at  once 
explain  to  my  government  that  the  i^aper  is  not  at  all  an  official  com- 
munication in  a  diplomatic  sense." 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  For  the  reason  that  you  had  seen  it? — A.  Yes.  So,  as  soon  as  the 
charg6  d'affaires  received  that  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  transmitted  to  him  by  the  State  Department — and  it 
was  only  on  the  29th  of  January,  ten  days  after  1  had  read  it  at  the 
War  Office — the  cJiarge  d'affaires  sent  it  to  me,  saying,  *'  That  is  your  own 
property  ;  I  do  not  want  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it.'^ 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Was  your  name  mentioned  In  that  letter! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  knew  it  was  yours  because  you  had  spoken  of  it  before  ? — A. 
Because  he  could  not  consider  it  as  a  diplomatic  paper,  since  it  had 
been  read  to  outside  parties,  and  he  considered  myself  his  legal  adviser, 
JUS  an  outside  party.  In  other  words,  he  applied  to  this  case  the  French 
law  in  regard  to  a  correspondence.  A  correspondence  belongs  to  two 
persons^ — to  the  person  who  writes  it,  and  to  the  person  who  receives  it; 
and  if  any  intermediate  person  sees  it  before  it  reaches  its  destination, 
it  is  a  breach  of  confidence.  After  that  date,  therefore,  the  situation 
changed  entirely. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  a  question :  I  understand  that  the  letter  itself 
was  handed  you  by  Belknap,  and  that  you  read  it  to  yourself  two 
or  three  times.  It  was  not  read  to  anybody  else  in  your  i)resence,  was 
it  ? — A.  The  first  time  I  read  the  indorsement. 

Q.  1  am  8i>eakmg  now  of  the  letter  from  Belknap  to  Fish. — A.  He 
read  it  once  aloud,  and  then,  as  I  wanted  to  hear  it  again  before  giving 
hnu  an  opinion,  he  read  it  aloud  before  the  people  who  were  there  in 
the  office. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that,  on  the  first  day  you  were  there,  he 
read  aloud  the  indorsement  which  w^as  made  upon  the  letter? — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  From  which,  of  course,  the  subsequent  letter  was  made  up! — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  I  understood  you  to  say  when  you  went  there  the  next  day 
and  told  him  you  had  come  to  see  about  that  matter,  he  said,  "  Here  is 
the  letter  itself,"  and  handed  it  to  you,  and  you  read  it  yourself  two  or 
three  times.  Tliat  is  what  1  understood  you  to  say. — A.  1  passed  over 
this  fact — that  he  read  it  to  me — and  tlien,  as  I  wanted  to  master  it  fully 
in  order  to  make  my  remarks  to  him  after  he  had  read  it  to  me  aloud — 
you  know  his  office,  he  sitting  here  and  I  sitting  on  that  lounge,  for  in- 
stance  

Q.  Tliat  i>  immaterial.    You  say  he  read  it  to  you  1 — A.  He  did. 

Q.  Who  else  was  present  at  that  time  when  he  read  it  aloud  f — A. 
There  were  two  or  three  or  four  persons  in  the  room  when  he  read  the 
letter. 

Q.  Was  it  in  his  principal  office! — A.  Yes,  sir;  where  he  receives 
everybody. 

Q.  In  the  corner  room  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  was  at  the  time  of  his  public 
reception,  and  peoi>le  were  coming  in. 

Q.  His  secretary  was  there! — A.  (>,  yes. 

By  Mr.  Ames: 

Q.  Did  those  persons  present  hear  the  letter  so  as  to  understand  it 
thoroughly,  or  was  it  read  in  an  a^^ide  to  you? — A.  Any  one  could  un- 
derstand it.  It  was  read  in  that  small  room.  His  voice  is  very  plain 
and  distinct,  and  any  one  could  understand  it 
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By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Please  proceed  with  j^our  statement. — A.  That  letter  I  received 
on  the  25tli,  and  tbe  suggestion  amounted  to  this:  Go  to  Congress,  and 
find  somebody  who  will  be  so  kind  as  to  give  you  a  copy  of  that  report 
or  letter. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  Of  the  Secretary's  report? — A.  Of  the  Secretary's  report.  He 
might  have  suggested  that  I  should  have  it  in  due  course  of  time,  be- 
cause all  these  congressional  papers  are  sent  to  the  legation.  There- 
fore he  might  have  said  just  as  well,  "  I  have  sent  it  to  Congress,  and 
when  it  is  printed  you  will  receive  a  copy  and  find  it  at  the  legation." 
That  would  have  been  exactly  the  same  as  to  send  me  to  Congress. 
Anvhow  this  fact  relieved  me.  And  now  here  I  must  make  a  remark 
about  the  date  of  that  letter.  It  is  the  very  day  on  which  the  sentence 
was  passed  on  Place  at  Paris. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  That  i^  the  date  of  the  letter  of  Belknap  to  you  ? — A.  Yes ;  and 
all  negotiations  were  closed  by  that  letter  two  hours  after  I  had  seen  in 
the  Star  that  Place  had  been  convicted.  I  do  not  lay  much  stress  on 
this  fact,  but  it  has  left  on  my  mind  a  very  painful  impression.  That  is 
all  I  can  say  about  it.  I  do  not  say  about  Mr.  Belknap ;  I  am  sure  of 
him ;  but  others  knew  early  what  was  going  on  in  Paris,  because  there 
is  a  significance  about  dates  which  is  somethiAg  striking.  Anyhow, 
after  the  25th  of  January  the  French  charge  W affaires  withdrew  entirely 
his  power. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  From  you? — A.  From  me,  saying  that  he  would  not  have  any- 
thing else  to  do  with  this  case  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  mean  by  that  that  you  ceased  from  that  moment  to  be 
counsel  of  the  legation  ? — A.  For  other  matters,  no. 

Q.  As  for  that  matter! — A.  For  that  matter.  On  the  29th,  when  M. 
de  Bellonnet  received  that  letter,  coming  through  the  State  Depart- 
ment, he  sent  it  to  me ;  and  1  believe  it  was  the  day  before  Mr.  Suuiner 
introduced  his  resolution  that  1  received  a  letter  from  my  uncle,  the  min- 
ister of  foreign  affairs  of  France,  which  I  wish  to  read  some  parts  of. 
1  would  like  to  read  it  all,  but  the  remainder  relates  to  family  matters. 
It  is  written  by  himself.  If  any  member  of  the  committee  wishes  to  see 
the  authenticity  of  this  paper,  here  it  is  for  their  examination. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  There  is  no  question  about  that. 

The  Witness.  It  is  signed  by  him.  It  is  dated  February  1st,  and  it 
came  by  the  steamer  Pereire,  which  is  the  fastest  on  the  line,  an*!  so  was 
here  on  the  10th  or  11th.  I  transhite  from  the  French  in  reading,  be- 
cause I  like  better  not  to  have  the  translation  made  beforehand : 

"  I  see  that  you  do  not  wish  to  go  too  far  in  that  Remington  affair, 
Jind  you  are  right.  We  have  no  interest  to-day  to  know  whether  Rem- 
ington made  money  and  illicit  gains  out  of  us.  If  he  had  committed 
misdemeanors,  we  shall  not  go  and  prosecute  him  in  the  United  States. 
I  have  not  prescribed  any  investigation.  If  it  appears  necessary  to 
verify  the  report  of  M.  de  Bellonnet,  to  enable  him  to  maintain  it,  yoa 
must  help  him,  but  do  not  go  further." 
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Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  is  that  letter  from  f — A.  The  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of 
France  to  nie.  He  is  my  uncle,  and  it  is  a  private  letter  written  to  me. 
He  says  in  this  letter :  "  I  see  that  you  do  not  wish  to  go  too  far  in  that 
Bemington  affair."  It  appears'  that  I  had  written  to  him  about  that 
matter,  and  my  conclusions  were  exactly  the  same  which  he  repeats 
himself  in  his  letter  to  me. 

So  the  French  government  did  not  wish  to  have  anything  to  do  with 
this  matter,  and  for  my  own  self*,  up  to  the  25th  of  January,  my  only 
aims  and  purposes  were  to  help  M.  Bellonnet  to  maintain  his  report, 
dated  April,  1871 ;  and,  secondly,  to  secure,  not  the  acquittal  of  the  per- 
son whom  some  newspapers  call  my  ''  friend  Plaee,"  but  only  a  fair  trial 
for  him.  I  did  not  send  any  pai)er  to  help  him  myself,  but  I  would  not 
like  to  see  his  conviction  prepared  here  in  the  Ordnance  Bureau.  That 
was  all  I  had  done,  up  to  the  25th  of  January-,  and  I  do  not  think  any- 
body can  say  that  up  to  that  date  my  mind  was  prejudiced  personally 
against  Mr.  Eemington. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  spoke  of  justifying  or  sustaining  the  report  of  M.  de  Bel- 
lonnet. What  report  was  that  f — A.  The  report  dated  April  27, 1  think  it 
was.  At  that  time  my  situation  changed  entirely.  It  changed  because, 
in  the  first  place,  I  was  released  from  any  official  responsibility.  I  re- 
maine<l  in  that  case  merely  as  an  attorney — as  a  Frenchman;  and 
1  should  say  that  when  I  heard  what  came  to  my  knowledge  within 
tbe  following  days  I  was  a  great  deal  troubled.  I^Tow,  I  am  about  to 
enter  into  an  entirely  different  line  of  explanations,  and  unless  the  com- 
mittee are  prepared  to  go  on  to-day,  1  should  prefer  not  to  break  my 
explanation  into  parts,  as  I  should  he  compelled  to  do  if  we  open  the 
second  branch  of  the  subject,  and  if  we  si>eak  of  what  transpired  after 
the  25th  of  January. 


Washington,  March  29, 1872. 

Charles  Adolphe,  Mabquis  de  Chambrun's,  examination  con- 
tinued: 

Mr.  Harlan.  I  was  authorized  this  morning  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  say  to  the  committee  and  to  the  witness  that  he  desired  the  witness 
to  be  relieved  from  all  restraint  in  delivering  his  testimony  growing  out 
of  the  idea  of  confidence  between  him  and  the  Secretary,  either  official 
or  personal,  in  relation  to  the  subject-matter  of  inquiry. 

The  Chairman,  (to  the  witness.)  Continue  your  narrative,  resuming 
at  the  i)oint  where  you  stopped  yesterday. 

The  Witness.  I  forgot  to  mention  yesterday  that  on  the  21st  of  Jan- 
uaiy,  1872,  when  I  ha^  my  last  interview  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  I 
began  by  saying  to  him  that  I  should  speak  to  him  confidentially  in 
regard  to  his  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State ;  and  he  said  to  me,  "There 
is  nothing  confidential  in  the  matter."  About  those  words,  "•  There  is 
nothing  confidential,"  I  am  entirely  positive.  To  the  best  of  my  recol- 
lection he  added,  "  I  want  this  to  be  published,  to  be  spread  broadcast 
before  the  country  ;'•  but,  you  see,  I  make  that  distinction  between  the 
two  expressions — one  is  a  certainty,  my  recollection  is  perfectly  clear; 
in  regard  to  the  other,  it  is  only  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Now  I  come  back  to  the  point  where  we  were  yesterday.    On  the  25th 
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of  January  my  sltaatiou  was  entirely  changed  in  regard  to  that  matter. 
In  the  first  i)lace,  the  legation  requested  me  not  to  do  anything  else. 
In  the  second  place,  the  relations  I  had  with  the  Secretary  of  War  had 
ceased  by  the  letter  he  had  written  me.  In  the  third  plaee,  I  knew  that 
the  person  who,  for  me,  should  decide  whether  the  letter  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State  was  a  diplomatic  document  or  not 
decided  that  it  was  not.  I  will  not  go  into  French  affairs.  At  that  time, 
I  believe  the  following  day,  I  was  credibly  informed  of  the  result  of  the 
certificates  or  recommendations  given  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  General 
Dyer,  and  Mr.  Spinner  to  Samuel  Remington.  There  are  some  which 
are  in  the  shape  of  recommendations,  some  which  are  in  the  shape  of 
letters  of  introduction,  some  others  in  the  shape  of  indorsements. 

Q.  You  have  copies  of  them! — A.  I  will  translate' them,  but  it  takes 
some  time  to  translate  fifty  pages.  I  may  say  that  the  French  transla- 
tion which  I  have  is  so  bad  that  it  is  very  hard  to  make  an  English 
sentence  of  it.  I  knew  the  effect  produced  by  these  papers.  (Copies 
of  these  translations  are  annexed  to  the  testimony,  marked  Exhibit  No. 
15.)  Of  course,  Mr.  Samuel  Remington  was  a  new  man.  He  was  not 
at  all  the  man  who  could  not  support  his  charges  against  Place  at  the 
time  of  the  first  trial ;  but  he  had  behind  him  such  power  and  such  an 
amount  of  respectability  that,  of  course,  French  oiiicials  were  almost 
bound  to  believe  in  everything  he  said  ;  but  1  do  not  want  to  enter  into 
that  part  of  the  subject  which  is  entirely  French.  At  the  beginnin<{  of 
January,  I  had  received  here,  through  a  third  party,  a  proposition  from 
a  gentleman  acquainted  with  the  firm  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons.  That 
gentleman,  through  that  third  party,  asked  me  whether  I  had  power 
enough  to  examine  all  the  books,  papers,  and  everything  relating  to  the 
transactions  of  the  firm  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  and  whether  my  mind 
was  not  prejudiced  against  them  to  an  extent  which  would  preclude  nie 
from  making  that  examination ;  that  the  firm  of  E.  Remington  aud  Sons 
were  perfectly  willing  to  abide  by  any  decision  I  should  rea<5h,  provided 
I  had  instructions.  I  answered  that  my  mind  was  not  prejudiced  in  any 
way  whatever ;  that  the  best  evidence  of  it  was  that  I  had  declined  to  bi 
employed  as  the  attorney  for  M.  Place ;  that  the  only  interest  I  had  was 
to  support  the  position  taken  by  mj^  government,  so  far  as  my  instruc- 
tions and  my  power  went ;  and,  therefore,  that,  in  tiying  to  look  into  my 
own  conscience,  I  could  not  see  any  reason  whatever  not  to  procee<l 
with  that  examination  ;  but  that  I  should,  of  course,  refer  the  matter  to 
the  chargS  d'af  aires j  and  if  he  instructed  me  or  permitted  me  to  do  so,  I 
should  proceed ;  if  not,  of  course  I  had  no  power,  and  my  own  exami- 
nation, outside  a  power  of  attorney  in  fact,  would  not  have  amounted 
to  anything.  I  submitted  the  matter  to  M.  de  Bellounet.  M.  de  Bel- 
lonnet  declined  to  give  me  the  power  I  asked  for.  I  saw  that  gentle- 
man, Mr.  F.  W.  Peck,  connected,  I  believe,  with  the  Army  and  Xavy 
Journal,  and  told  him  that  I  was  very  sorry  not  to  come  to  a  sort  of 
understanding,  which  might  have  led  to  a  compi^omise,  but  that  I  bad 
no  power.  1  insisted  from  New  York  again,  and  the  charg^  d'affaires 
maintained  the  i)osition  he  had  taken. 

Q.  Who  is  Peck! — A.  Mr.  Peck  is  a  gentleman  connected  with  the 
firm  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons  in  some  way;  I  do  not  know  what.  He 
is  the  gentleman  who  prepared  the  certificates  and  papers  which  Mr. 
Remington  took  over  to  France.  We  had  then,  before  a  witness,  quite 
an  informal  and  long  conversation.  He  is  a  gentleman;  and  we  talked 
very  freely  together.  I  told  him,  '*  You  understand  I  cannot  proceed; 
but  nevertheless  we  can  talk."  Among  other  statements  which  he  made 
there  was  this  one:  ^^Mr.  Samuel  Remington  has  placed  in  my  hands 
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$10,000  to  prepare  the^e  certificates — these  papers  here,"  referring  to 
tbem,  [alhidiug  to  the  papers  ia  Exhibit  No.  15.]  After  describing  them 
to  we,  he  said  that  Mr.  Samuel  Eemiugton  had  placed  $10,000  in  his 
hands  for  the  preparation  of  this  case.  1  do  not  suppose  that  it  was  as 
a  fee,  but  he  spoke  in  that  way.  He  said,  *'  I  do  not  buj'  testimony;" 
and  then  he  alhided  to  others.  I  do  not  repeat  that,  because  it  does  not 
matter  here;  but  he  said  nevertheless,  *'I  have  had,  and  1  have,  in  my 
hands  $10,000  to  attend  to  this  concern."  The  gentleman  is  Mr.  F.  W. 
Peck,  and  the  gentleman  who  attended  to  our  conversation  was  Mr.  A. 
G.  Head,  who,  I  believe,  belonged  once  to  the  confederate  army  or  con- 
federate navy — I  do  not  know  which — and  his  address  1  will  give  to  the 
committee.  Of  course,  1  repeat  here  only  what  he  said.  I  did  not  ask 
him  any  explanation,  but  this  idea  of  connecting  those  certificates  witJi 
110,000,  of  course,  struck  me  as  something,  at  least,  very  awkward.  At 
that  same  time  another  incident,  a  great  deal  more  important  in  my 
judgment,  took  place.  What  increased  still  more  my  suspicions  was  the 
following  fact,  which  brings  us  back,  in  the  first  place,  to  September,  1871. 
At  the  end  of  September,  1871,  when  M.  Bellaigue  was  still  acting  consul 
general  at  New  York,  one  evening  a  nmn  introduced  himself  to  him  as 
Mr.  Joseph  L.  Norton,  chief  book-keeper  of  the  firm  of  E.  Remington  & 
Sons.  That  gentleman  made  to  him  several  propositions.  I  could 
repeat  the  propositions  more  in  detail,  but  I  am  not  authorized  to  do 
so.  I  take,  therefore,  the  official  report  of  M.  Bellaigue  to  the  French 
government  on  this  question.  This  report  was  published  in  France 
during  the  Place  trial,  and  I  shall  confine  myself  to  that  statement. 

Q.  What  is  the  statement? 

A.  The  statement  made  by  the  acting  consul  general  of  France  at 
New  York  to  the  minister  of  foreign  afiairs,  relating  to  that  call  of  Jo- 
seph L.  Norton ;  I  read  a  translation,  but  I  know  it  is  accurate  ;  1  made 
it  myself: 

"Consulate  General  of  France  in  the  United  States, 

"  New  York^  October  18, 1871. 

"Monsieur  Minister  :  As  new  and  more  precise  facts  have  reached 
me  in  relation  to  the  firm  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  and  to  the  part  it 
seems  to  have  performed  in  the  arms  purchases  made  on  account  of 
France,  I  beg  here  now  to  bring  theAi  to  the  attention  of  your  excel- 
lency, and  they  are  added  to  those  which  I  forwarded  in  my  dispatch  of 
the  25th  of  August  ultimo.  The  chief  book-keeper  of  Messrs.  Keming- 
ton  called  lately  upon  me,  to  tell  me  that  he  wjis  ready  to  establish 
before  the  courts  that,  in  the  performance  of  their  contracts,  that  firm 
had  committed  important  frauds  by  which  France  had  suffered.  He 
added  that  for  his  own  part  ^ ;- 

The  Chairman.  Pause  right  there.  We  are  not  here  to  inq^uire  into 
the  contracts  between  individuals  in  this  country  and  the  French  gov- 
ernment. It  is  bad  enough  to  have  tlie  Congress  of  the  United  States 
dragged  into  a  controversy  at  the  instigation  of  France  or  her  agents, 
but  we  are  not  instructed,  in  the  discharge  of  our  duties,  to  inquire  into 
any  transactions  between  France  and  ])ersons  with  whom  she  made 
contracts. 

The  Witness.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  that  my  statement  comes 
within  the  limits  you  are  instructed  to  inquire  into,  because  the  whole 
matter  of  ft*aads,  if  there  be  any,  rests,  to  a  great  extent,  upon  the 
books  and  the  accountability  of  the  gentleman  who  acted  as  a  sort  of 
go-between  of  the  two  governments.  So  it  is  not  at  all  a  matter  relating 
23sA 
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to  contracts,  as,  for  instance,  for  arms  manufactnred  outside  by  manu- 
facturers. It  relates  to  the  book-keeping,  which  contains,  after  all,  the 
evidence  of  the  transactions  which  took  place  between  the  agents  of 
France  and  the  United  States  Ordnance  Office.  That  is  my  view  of 
this  subject. 

The  Chaiuman.  If  it  took  place  between  them  and  the  Onlnance 
Office,  it  is  very  pertinent;  but  we  cannot  inquire  as  to  what  took  place 
between  France  and  her  contractors. 

The  Witness.  The  firm  of  E.  Kemingtbn  &  Sons  made  guns  for  the 
French  government  in  virtue  of  a  contract,  and  this  contnict  was  ful- 
filled by  the  firm  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons  at  Ilion.  This,  of  course,  yoa 
have  nothing  to  do  with;  but  I  believe  that  the  books  of  that  firm,  as 
they  were  kept  in  Kew  York,  are,  perhaps,  the  center,  or  thenucleas,of 
the  question  as  you  are  instructed  to  inquire  iuto  it  by  the  resolution  iu 
the  Senate.    Now  you  may  decide;  1  submit  my  point. 

Mr.  Ames.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  see,  for  myself,  what  we  have  to 
do  with  the  investigation  of  Mr.  Remington's  books,  so  far  as  they  may 
show  what  i)rotits  he  made  under  his  contracts  with  the  French  govern- 
ment, or  in  any  manner  relating  to  those  contracts. 

The  Chairman,  (to  Mr.  Schurz.)  General,  do  you  understand  tbat 
that  is  a  part  of  our  investigation  ? 

Mr.  Schurz.  I  should  think  that  if  the  matter  is  confined  merely  to 
transactions  between  Remington  and  the  French  government,  it  would  not 
be  so.  If,  however,  the  testimony  is  such  as  to  throw  light  upon  other 
subjects,  it  might  be  received.  Ifanj-  testimony  were  given  which 
bears  only  upon  the  contract  of  Remington  &  Sons  with  France,  I 
should  think  the  committee  would  not  regard  it  even  if  it  had  come 
before  them  incidentally;  but  if  the  same  testimony  was  calculate*!  to 
bear  upon  other  points,  it  might  be  of  importance  to  the  committee.  I 
suggest  to  the  committee  that  the  marquis  be  asked  whether  he  thinks 
there  is  any  connection  between  them. 

The  CnAiR>LA.N.  The  point  is  not  what  he  thinks, bul  what  he  knows; 
what  fiicts  he  can  establish. 

Mr.  Schurz.  What  you  want  to  avoid,  I  suppose,  is  his  giving  as 
-testimony  that  which  does  not  belong  to  the  case. 

The  Chairman.   Exactly. 

Mr.  Schurz.  If  you  wiil  let  him  state  that  testimony,  it  is  in,  and 
then  it  is  for  your  judgment  to  decide  whether  it  belongs  to  the  case  or 
not;  butif  5'ou  ask  him  whether  the  testimony  he  intends  to  give,  in 
his  opinion,  does  bear  upon  the  case 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  question  for  the  committee  to  determine ; 
not  ijor  him. 

Mr.  Schurz.  Of  course ;  but  upon  what  ground  will  you  decide  that  ? 

Mr.  Ames.  Of  course,  we  can  inquire  into  the  accounts  of  our  Gov- 
ernment and  the  records  of  the  Remington  firm  so  far  as  they  relate  to 
those  a^^counts ;  but  how  can  we  examine  Remington's  books  with  re- 
gard to  his  transactions  with  the  French  government ! 

Mr.  Schurz.  I  do  not  know  what  testimony  the  marquis  is  to  give 
in. connection  with  this  matter;  but  suppose  he  makes  the  statements 
here  calculated  to  show  something  in  Remington's  accounts  which  would 
connect,  or  tend  to  connect, or  give  any  clew  to  the  connection  of  Uuit^ 
States  officials  with  this  matter  f 

The  Chairman.  Let  him  state  that,  and  not  bring  in  that  which 
has  no  connection.  Anything  he  can  state  that  will  connect  the  Rem- 
ingtons with  our  Government,  he  may  state;  but  any  transactions  be- 
tween liemington  and  the  French  government  are  certainly,  accoitling 
to  my  judgment,  not  before  us,  and  Ave  have  nothing  to  do  with  them. 
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Mr.  Ames.  Of  course,  he  does  not  wish  to  make  an  argument  for 
Place  liej-e. 

The  Witness.  O,  no  5  I  do  not  make  any  argument  for  Place  here, 
or  aij jwhere  else. 

The  Chairman,  (to  the  witness.)  My  friend,  three-fourths,  in  fact,  I 
may  say,  nine-tenths,  of  all  you  have  said  here  is  argument,  and  not 
evidence. 

The  Witness.  I  thought  I  was  bound  to  state  exactly  my  connection 
with  the  case.  I  know  there  is  a  distinction  between  arguments  and 
statements.  Whenever  you  notice  an  argument,  be  so  kind  as  to 
uotify  me  and  I  will  stop. 

The  Chairman.  W^e  do  want  any  statement  that  Avill  connect 
KeniinjiCton  with  our  Government;  but  we  do  not  want  any  statement 
here  as  to  matters  puvely  between  Remington  and  the  French  gov- 
ernment which  are  to  be  settled  by  the  courts.    Now  you  will  proceed. 

The  Witness.  I  think,  then,  it  is  better  to  leave  this  part  outside 
because  I  would  be  interrupted,  most  likely,  a  dozen  times,  and  I  am 
l^oiDg  to  submit  it  without  going  into  any  details.  1  say  that  at  the 
time. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Let  nie  put  a  question  here  that  I  think  will  simplify  the  matter. 
You  were  going  to  make  a  statement.  Were  you  going  to  make  that 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  grounds  you  had  to  suspect  any  illicit 
connection  between  the  United  States  Government  officials  and  the 
Hemiugtous  in  this  matter? — A.  If  I  was  going  to  speak  of  this  matter, 
it  was  to  giv^e  the  history  of  my  own  relations  in  connection  there  with 
this  matter,  rather  than  anything  else.  1  came  to  suspect  things,  you 
see. 

The  Chairman.  That  certainly  is  not  evidence ;  but  I  agree  that  anj- 
faet — not  any  mere  impression  of  your  own  mind,  but  any  fact  that  con- 
nects the  Remiifgtons  with  our  Government — I  sliall  be  glad  to  receive. 
Any  transactions  purely  between  the  French  government  and  Mr.  Kem- 
ingion  are  not  matters  here  before  us,  nor  are  the  impressions  on  your 
mind  evidence. 

The  Witness.  T  agree  entirely  with  you,  Mr.  Chairman ;  but  if  I 
spoke  of  this,  it  was  to  show  how  I  came  to  suspect  that  there  was  a 
serious  ground  for  an  inquiry — not  an  inquiry  by  you  United  States 
Senators,  but  by  me. 

The  Chairi^ian.  Just  what  we  want  is  any  and  all  facts  you  have  gdt 
tending  to  show  that. 

Mr.  LiiGAN.  You  might  suggest  to  the  marquis  one  question.  He 
spoke  of  the  books  of  Mr.  Remington.  I  can  imagine  a  case  where  the 
books  of  Mr.  Eemington  would  be  important,  but  onlj-  one  case.  For 
instance,  we  have  evidence  here  as  to  the  amount  charged  by  the  Gov- 
ernment for  the  ordnance  stores  to  the  parties  they  were  sold  to,  agents 
of  Mr.  Eemington,  we  will  say.  Now,  if  Remingtons'  books  charged 
themselves  as  having  purchased  from  the  United  States  at  a  different 
price  from  what  the  books  of  the  United  States  charged,  at  a  higher 
price,  then  the  reconciliation  of  those  books  would  be  a  point  in  this 
Ciise,  in  my  judgment. 

The  Chairman.  Of  course.  ^ 

Mr.  Logan.  If  that  was  the  case,  then  I  would  say  that  would  he 
proper  testimony.  If  that  is  not  the  case,  the  marquis  understands  that 
this  would  not  be  evidence. 
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Mr.  Hablan.  Let  me  say  there  that  the  books  themselves  would  be 
the  evidence. 

Mr.  Logan.  The  books  themselves  would  be  the  evidence  as  to  those 
facts ;  bat  in  order  to  decide  whether  we  should  examine  the  books  or 
uot,  we  should  have  a  basis  on  which  to  act. 

The  Chairman.  Conceding  that  there  was  a  discrepancy,  we  want 
the  facts  on  which  he  formed  his  opinions,  not  his  impressions. 

The  Witness.  I  will  state  briefly,  in  a  few  words,  what  1  was  about 
to  say ;  I  think  it  will  reconcile  your  opinions.  When  I  saw  the  chief 
bookkeeper  of  that  firm  going  to  the  consul,  and  saying  that  he  was 
ready  to  disclose  certain  discrepancies  which  he  alone  knew  ;  and  when, 
besides,  that  very  man  asked  for  a  sum  of  money  to  do  so,  I  was 
painfully  struck,  at  least,  by  something  which  was  very  strange  in  that 
way  of  keeping  books  in  a  firm  of  that  kind. 

You  see,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  confine  myself  merely  to  this  point :  when  the 
fact  was  reported  to  me,  and  it  was  reported  at  the  time,  I  understood  at 
once  that  there  was  something  strange  that,  in  transactions  which  had 
taken  place  between  the  Ordnance  Office  and  Mr.  Remington  or  between 
straw-men  and  Mr.  Remington,  a  chief  book-keeper  should  come  to  the 
consul  and. say,  •'  Provided  you  give  me  a  certain  sum  of  money,  I  shall 
disclose  those  frauds  to  a  certain  extent."  The  amount  was  limited;  1 
think  he  said  two  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

By  Mr,  Harlan: 

Q.  Did  this  book-keeper  so  communicate  to  you  personally  t — A.  No, 
sir ;  he  communicated  it  to.  the  consulate. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  get  your  information? — A.  My  information  I 
got  from  tbe  official  dispatches. 

Q.  And  npt  from  the  consul,  nor  fi*om  the  bookkeeper  t — A.  I  got 
my  information  from  two  sources :  No.  1,  from  private  letters  written 
me  by  the  consul ;  No.  2,  from  the  official  di8))atches  of  the  consul  to 
his  government— dispatches  which  have  been  published  in  the  Place 
trial. 

The  Chair>lan.  Does  not  that  single  expression  connect  it  directly 
a«  a  matter  between  the  French  government  and  the  Remingtons?  If 
he  has  defrauded  the  French  government,  let  them  come  into  our  coarts 
and  make  him  x)ay. 

The  Witness.  About  this  question  of  going  into  courts,  I  will  tell 
you  that  I  think 

The  Chairman.  I  only  said  that  because  it  is  not  a  matter  for  the 
Senate. 

The  Witness.  I  think  I  can  dispose  of  this  point  in  two  words.  You 
know  very  well,  in  the  first  place,  that  if  it  was  for  the  purpose  of 
going  before  any  court  that  I  give  tnis  evidence  here,  I  would  go 
against  my  own  object,  because  any  evidence  adduced  before  a  com- 
mittee of  Congress  cannot  be  evidence  in  a  court  of  justice.  In  the 
second  place,  it  is  perfectly  clear,  I  suppose,  after  what  I  said  here  yes- 
terday, that  the  intention  of  the  French  government  is  not  to  go  into 
courtj^  is  not  to  do  anything.  The  French  government  does  not  want  to 
recover  one  cent  of  money,  if  one  cent  of  money  was  lost,  and  it  does 
not  want  to  recover  one  million  dollars,  if  that,  million  of  dollars  was 
lost.  That  is  a  settled  point;  it  is  perfectly  useless  at  least  to  discuss 
it,  because  the  French  government  have  made  up  their  minds  upon  that 
point.  So,  Mr.  Senator  from  Iowa,  I  want  to  convince  3'on  about  that 
point.    I  refer  to  your  speeches  in  the  Senate 

Mr.  Ames.  Is  this  argument  or  evidence! 
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The  Witness.  It  is  evidence.  I  state  a  fact.  There  is  no  possibility 
for  us  to  have  any  object  or  thought  of  that  sort.  We  do  not  want  it 
any  way  whatever. 

Mr.  Sawyer.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  this  testimony  which  the  marquis  is 
abont  to  give  goes  to  implicate  any  officials  of  our  Government,  by 
facts  within  his  personal  knowledge^  it  seems  to  me  to  be  pertinent. 

The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Sawyer.  But  if  it  is  simply  to  show  that  his  suspicions  were 
aroused  by  what  he  had  heard  from  others,  I  do  not  see  how  it  can  have 
the  slightest  relevance  to  this  investigation. 

Mr.  Harlan.  My  suggestion  is  that  we  take  the  names  of  these  par- 
ties, and  if  it  should  appear  hereafter  that  it  is  important,  in  order  to 
connect  the  ditterent  parts  of  the  testimony,  they  can  be  subpoenaed  and 
broQght  here. 

The  Chairman.  (To  the  witness.)  I  think  General  Schurz  and  I  agree 
precisely;  we  have  talked  the  matter  over  here;  we  want  to  get  all  the 
evidence  in  your  possession  of  every  kind  that  will  implicate  any  Gov- 
ernment official  or  any  citizen  of  the  United  States  with  wrong-doing 
so  far  as  our  Government  is  concerned ;  but  we  do  not  want  to  go  at 
all  into  any  transactions  which  are  purely  between  the  French  govern- 
ment and  other  individuals.    That  is  just  our  position. 

The  Witness.  I  agree  with  you  perfectly  well,  Mr.  Chairman.  My 
idea  is  not  to  try  to  ^ip  in  anything  which  you  do  not  want,  because  I 
have  no  purpose  outside.  Therefore  I  leave  this  part  of  the  case  rather 
untouched,  and  if,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  wish  me  to  give  any  name  or  any 
explanation  a  little  later,  I  hope  I  shall  be  ready  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  not  do  it  here  f 

The  Witness.  1  may  be  recalled  at  any  time. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  W^ill  you  please  to  give  to  the  committee  the 
names  of  all  persons  whom  you  suppose  to  have  any  information  touch- 
ing the  matters  before  this  committee  f — A.  I  will  do  so.  On  the  25th 
of  January,  when  these  facts  were  present  to  my  mind,  and  might  have 
influenced  it — it  was  about  that  day  that  Mr.  Sumner  spoke  to  me  in 
regard  to  the  letter  of  Remington.  I  cannot  say  exactly  the  day,  and 
that  for  the  very  simple  reason  that  when  you  see  somebody  daily,  and 
sometimes  twice  a  day,  it  is  very  difficult, "two  mouths  later,  to  remem- 
ber exactly  on  what  date  such  a  thing  transpired. 

Q.  You  think  it  was  about  the  25th  of  January  f — A.  About  the  25th. 
Mr.  Sumner  spoke  to  me  about  the  letter  of  Remington,  and  besides, 
so  far  as  my  recollection  goes,  he  told  me  that  he  had  received  some 
^Confidential  communications  from  parties  outside  in  relation  to  this  mat- 
ter, and  he  asked  me  why  I  had  not  spoken  to  him  before.  I  might  have 
answered  him  that  I  did  not  think  I  had  ever  had  an  occasion  to  treat 
a  question  of  business  with  Mr.  Sumner.  He  is,  perhaps,  the  American 
I  have  known  the  most  of,  and  the  gentleman  of  high  standing  here 
with  whom  I  had  had  the  least  to  do  in  a  business  way.  I  told  Mr. 
SnmDer  that,  in  fact,  1  had  several  papers.  The  letter  of  Remington  he 
alluded  to,  because  he  had  heard  of  it  outside  of  me.  I  told  him  that  the 
copy  of  the  letter  of  Remington  I  had  was  my  own  private  property, 
and  that,  for  myself,  I  should  not  have  the  least  doubt  about  communi- 
cating that  paper  to  him.  I  spoke  to  him  perhaps  myself  of  the  tele- 
gram of  Squire  to  Remington,  alluding  to  the  very  *'  strong  influences," 
and,  finally,  I  told  him  that  anyhow  1  could  not  give  him  copies  for 
some  time  to  come,  by  the  reason  that  I  had  not  those  cx>pies.  If  I  had 
bad  them  I  would  have  given  them  at  once,  because  I  would  have  shown 
them  to  any  gentleman  who  would  have  asked  for  them,  because  they 
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were  private  property,  and  not  at  all  documents  belonging  to  tlie 
files  of  tlie  legation.  In  fact  1  did  not,  and  I  could  not,  give  bim  a  full 
copy  of  the  letter  of  Remington  to  Le  Cesne  before,  perhaps,  the  5th,  or 
6th,  or  7th  of  February.  If  I  had  the  receipt  of  my  clerk  who  copied 
the  papers,  I  would  tell  you  exactly  the  date.  I  destroyed  that  The 
date  1  cannot  remember  exactly,  but  it  could  not  be  before  that  day,  by 
reason  of  the  fact  that  I  was  in  New  York,  and  I  came  back  on  the  2il 
of  February,  and  I  gave  directions  to  make  the  copies  after  that  date; 
therefore,  considering  the  time  required  to  make  those  coi)ie8,  I 
think  it  might  be  that  I  gave  him  the  letter  of  Remington  four  days  or 
five  days  before  he  introduced  the  resolution  in  the  Senate,  but  cer- 
tainly not  before  the  time  I  state.  I  cannot  recollect  that  1  gave  that 
I)aper  before. 

It  is  at  a  still  later  date  that  I  gave  him  the  telegram  of  Squire  to 
Remington;  and  for  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  I  believe  it  is 
the  last  paper  of  some  importance  communicated  to  him.  I  believe  I 
gave  it  to  him  two  or  three  days  before  his  resolution ;  but  I  caunot 
specify  the  dates  exactly,  though  it  was  between  the  3d  of  February,  as 
the  earliest  possible  time,  and  the  9th. 

There  I  stopped  my  communications.  T  might  have  given  him  a  ^nt 
deal  more,  but  I  doubted  whether  other  papers  which  1  had  in  my  hands 
had  been  read  or  had  been  used  in  any  public  way ;  and  as  for  tlie  let- 
ter of  the  Secretary  of  War,  as  I  explained,  I  did  not  consider  it  sis 
a  diplonmtic  paper.  It  was  then  my  private  property ;  I  gave  those 
papers  to  Mr.  Sumner  without  asking  him  to  act ;  I  did  not  request 
him  to  introduce  any  resolution  whatever ;  I  gave  him  those  papers  for 
his  private  information  without  putting  upon  ink  any  injunction  of 
secrecy,  saying  that  it  was  a  confidential  communication.  It  was  neither 
confidential,  nor  intended  to  be  a  sort  of  starting-point  for  action.  He 
wanted  to  see  those  papers ;  I  gave  them  to  him ;  that  is  all. 

Xow  I  say,  that  I  never  directly  or  indirectly  solicited  him  to  iutro- 
duce  a  resolution  into  the  Senate.  But  this  is  an  explanation ;  it  has 
nothing  to  do  with  this  subject.  So  about  Mr.  Sumner;  I  confined  my 
self  to  these  points.  I  might  have  given  him  telegrams  which  would 
have  set  at  rest  many  important  questions.  For  instance,  it  was  said 
here  that  Squire  bought  300,000  Springfields  here  on  the  20th  of  Ottnl>er, 
1870.  On  the  19th  of  October,  the  day  before,  he  telej»  raphed  to  Tours.  I 
translate:  "Within  the  twenty-four  next  hours  the  purchase  to  the 
government  of  300,000  Springfields  and  fifty  million  cartridges  will 
be  completed.  A  margin  of  20  per  cent.,  say  four  million  francs,  must  be 
l)ut  up  at  once  to  secure  the  contract.  Oi)en  me  at  once  the  credit." 
And  while  it  was  said  here  that  no  purchase  was  made  from  Tours,  at 
the. date  of  the  20th  of  October,  they  had  already  opened  the  ci-edit. 
But  this  I  did  not  give  to  Mr.  Sumner.  I  might  give  here  a  great  deal 
more,  but  this  I  will  not  do,  by  the  reason  thsit  I  am  not  sure  all  those 
papers  have  been  published.  These  ones,  I  know,  have  been  published; 
but  there  are  others  about  which  I  am  not  positive,  and  therefore  1  do 
not  giv6  them.  You  see  there  is  a  certain  line  between  goveniuieiit 
papers  and  papers  which  have  been  used  in  public  debates,  and  I  must 
confine  myself  within  this  side  of  the  limit. 

2how  I  come  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri.  The  first  time  I  mentioneil 
that  matter  to  him  was  about,  say,  ten  or  twelve  days  before  the  resolu- 
tion was  introduced.  The  matter  was  mentioned,  and  he  spoke  of  the 
letter  of  Remington.  I  told  him,  or  he  told  me,  I  do  not  know  which. 
that  I  knew  a  great  deal  more  about  that  subject.    I  think  there  the 
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converscition  dropped  for  the  first  time.  At  a  later  date  I  saw  him 
again — I  see  him  very  often — and  I  spoke  to  bim  about  the  letter  of  the 
Secretary  of  War.  I  bad  no  copy,  and  I  think  that  I  made  it  out  of 
luemory.  I  could  do  so  even  now.  Then  perhaps  we  mentioned  or 
talked  the  matter  over,  by  way  of  allusion,  once  or  twice  before  the 
12tli  of  February,  the  day  the  resolution  was  introduced  ;  but  that  was 
all,  though  I  had  seen  a  great  deal  of  him  during  that  same  period  ; 
but  there  was  no  connection  whatever  between  what  passed  between 
Mr.  Sumner  and  myself  and  what  passed  between  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  and  myself. 

I  did  not  solicit  any  action.  I  considered  those  papers  as  perfectly 
open  to  any  one  who  wanted  to  see  them,  but  I  did  not  ask  either  of 
them  to  take  any  steps.  I  had  failed  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  I 
did  not  want  Congress  to  do  what  the  Secretary  of  War  had  not  done, 
because  I  had  no  interest  in  that  matter.  The  French  government  would 
not  interfere.  The  matter  was  only  a  matter  of  conversation  and  of  in- 
struction. I  mentioned  it  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  and  he  spoke  to 
me  about  it  just  in  that  same  way.  But  the  point  which  I  want  to  state 
very  plainly  is,  that  there  was  no  connection  between  what  I  said  to 
the  Senator  from  Missouri  and  what  I  said  to  Mr.  Sumner — none  at  all 
within  my  own  knowledge. 

Since  that  time  1  saw  the  Senator  from  Missouri.  We  talked  by  way 
of  suggestion  ;  we  discussed  many  things  relating  to  this  case ;  and  I 
read  in  the  testimony  here  the  other  day  that  I  had  examined  some  wit- 
nesses in  New  York.  I  had  not  examined  witnesses  in  New  York.  I  had 
inqaired  from  them  what  they  knew.  I  will  tell  you  in  what  connection 
I  did  it.  I  did  it  because  I  was  in  New  York  at  that  time  on  other 
business,  and  1  read  in  the  papers,  I  believe  in  the  New  York  Times, 
which  is  a  well-informed  paper  about  these  things,  that  I  would  be 
summoned  at  once,  and  I  said,  "Before  I  go  back  to  Washington  I 
must  see  exactly  how  matters  stand;"  and  having  an  opportunity  to 
see  those  witnesses,  I  telegraphed  to  a  gentleman  who  knevv  them,  to 
give  me  authority  to  do  so.  I  saw  those  three  witnesses  in  this  way, 
aud  1  asked  them  what  they  knew.  I  saw  that  what  they  knew  related 
mostly  to  the  delivery  of  the  goods.  I  said  to  them,  "Suppose  I  am 
examined  on  those  points,  may  I  state  what  you  told  me?''  "Cer- 
tainly," said  they.  And  all  that  i)assed  before  the  Senator  from  Mis 
80un  was  requested  to  come  and  to  attend  to  your  deliberations.  When 
I  came  here  I  spoke  about  those  matters  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri, 
ami  to  my  utter  amazement  he  said  to  me,  "You  do  not  know  all ;  an(l 
if  you  want,  I  can  complete  the  statements  you  were  about  giving  me.*' 
And  so  I  saw  him  a  great  deal  better  informed  by  other  parties  than  I 
was  myself.  That  is  the  history  of  those  three  witnesses.  1  have  ex- 
amined others,  O,  yes,  but  those  other  ones  have  not  been  summoned 
yet;  and  if  I  examined  them  it  was  in  relation  to  some  particular  pointvS. 

By  Mr.  Schukz  : 

Q.  Do  you  speak  of  Prentiss,  Starbuck,  and  Littlejohn  f — A.  Those 
three. 

Mr.  ScHUBZ.  I  will  venture  a  statement  here  if  the  committee  will  per- 
mit me.  I  will  say  that  all  those  witnesses  testified  to  I  had  from  a  letter 
which  was  handed  to  me  by  Mr.  Sumner,  dated  February  18th — 1  think 
I  got  it  on  the  20th — containing  all  those  statements  in  detail,  and 
several  things  more. 

Mr.  Uablan.  Who  was  the  author  of  that  letter  t 
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Mr.  SOHXJBZ.  I  decline  to  state  that ;  but  1  will  say  it  was  not  the 
marquis  or  anybody  connected  with  him. 

Mr.  Ames,  (to  the  witness.)  You  say  you  t-elegraphed  a  person  who 
was  authorized  to  do  what  ? — A.  Those  three  gentlemen  had  been  em- 
ployed jointly  by  the  broker  of  the  consul,  M.  Ghauviteanx,  and  by  Mr. 
Sqnire  ]  but  as  I  thought  they  would  disclose  something  relating  to 
their  confidential  transactions,  I  telegraphed  to  M.  Ghanviteaax,  who 
was  sick  in  bed  out  of  New  York,  "  Will  you  be  so  kind  as  to  authorize 
me  to  see  those  witnesses  F  That  is  all.  Of  course,  I  would  not  go 
and  a«k  those  young  men,  who  had  been  employed  by  somebody  else, 
whether  they  were  going  to  disclose  things  without  the  authority  or 
permission  of  anybody.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Squire,  and  I  asked  the 
other  gentlemen  in  regard  to  that  transaction.  Now  I  come  to  another 
point,  which  is  the  telegram  from  Paris.  When  I  read  that  telegram 
^m  Paris  I  was  utterly  amazed. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  What  telegram  do  you  refer  to  f — A.  The  telegram  of  the  9th  of 
February. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  mean  the  telegram  referred  to  in  Mr.  Sumner's  preamble  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  precisely.  I  was  utterly  amazed;  and,  without  saying 
anything  disrespectful  to  my  countrymen,  I  thought  they  had  lost  their 
brains.  This  idea  of  making  a  diplomatic  case  out  of  a  thing  of  that 
sort  struck  me  as  something  unprecedented  in  the  line  of  blunders.  I 
went  to  the  chargS d'affaires  of  France,  and  asked  him,  ''Have  you  seen 
that  telegram  1^  '•  Yes,''  he  said  to  me ;  "  it  is  so  strange  that  I  think 
it  is  a  trick  of  Bemington."  I  told  him,  "I  did  not  see  how  it  can  be; 
but,  anyhow,  I  cannot  see  what  it  means."  Then  I  told  him,  "  You  are 
a  gentleman  who  are  not  afraid  of  responsibility.  If  you  receive  any- 
thing from  the  department  of  foreign  aifairs  in  regard  to  this  matter, 
you  will  keep  it  until  you  telegraph  back  to  see  whether  they  are  not 
mistaken  about  their  instructions."  The  charge  d'affaires  told  me,  *'  Cer- 
tainly ;  I  shall  never  pass  a  communication  relating  to  matters  of  that 
sort  without  giving  to  my  countrymen  time  enough  to  reflect  and  to 
reconsider."  This  was  the  opinion  he  and  I  entertained  about  that 
telegram. 

The  same  day  the  charge  d'affaires  said  to  me,  "After  all,  by  the  way 
in  which  it  is  put,  it  is  plain  that  it  comes  from  the  Paris  PatrieJ"  In- 
deed, in  the  newspapers  printing  that  telegram,  there  was  a  first  item 
taken  from  the  Paris  Patriej  and  below  that  was  this  second  item;  and 
there  was  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  two  items  were  connected 
together  and  taken  from  the  same  paper  in  Paris.  When  the  papers  of 
that  dat#»  arrived  here,  and  among  others  the  Independence  Beige,  I 
looked  into  those  papers  very  closely,  to  see  wliether  we  could  find  out 
the  origin  of  that  telegram.  Nobody,  to  my  knowledge,  receives  here 
the  Patrie;  therefore  I  could  not  ascertain  whether  it  was  taken  from 
the  Paris  Patrie^  though,  from  the  way  in  which  it  was  put,  once  more 
I- had  every  reason  to  believe  that  it  came  from  that  paper,  which  is  an 
afternoon  paper  that  contains  telegrams  from  Versailles,  as  you  would 
say  in  the  Stiir  here,  "The  latest  news  from  Congress." 

Since  that  time  I  will  state  to  you  frankly  that  I  received  a  letter 
myself,  in  which  the  matter  was  alluded  to,  not  in  the  shape  of  a  reso- 
lution which  had  passed  the  committee,  but  something  which  had  been 
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said  in  tbe  committee ;  and  if  I  had  been  called  upon  last  week  I  would 
have  read  to  yoa  this  letter.    Since  that  time  the  same  gentleman  wrote 
to  me :  "  You  received  certainly  my  letter,  and  I  beg  you  to  understand 
that  it  was  an  entirely  confidential  communication,  since  we  are  pledged 
not  to  disclose  what  is  x>^siug  among  us  in  that  committee ;  "  but  I 
can  tell  you  without  disclosing  that  letter,  which  last  week  I  would  have 
read  to  you,  because  I  had  laid  it  aside  precisely  for  bringing  it  here 
and  reading  it  to  you,  but  on  account  of  that  reason  you  understand 
why  I  do  not  do  it ;  I  do  not  want  to  compromise  anybody,  but  I 
can  state  that  certainly  something  was  said ;  that  it  related  not  to 
any  action  -of  Congress,  but  merely  to  the  action  of  the  Executive. 
In  other  words,  when  that  power  of  attorney  was  given  me  by  M.  de 
Bellonnet,  M.  de  Bellonnet,  of  course,  sent  a  copy  of  it  to  France,  as 
everything  of  that  kind  is  transmitted;  and  most  likely,  as  all  those 
p}q)er8  relating  to  arms  purchases  or  contracts  of  any  kind  areforwarded 
at  once  to  the  committee  of  the  French  assembly,  they  saw  that,  and 
they  talked  the  matter  over.    There  is,  in  my  judgment,  the  whole  of  it. 
And  now,  1  may  state  furthpr  that  in  France,  when  the  resolution  of 
>Ii'.  Sumner  reached  there,  this  telegram  produced  more  amazement 
there  than  it  has  here,  and  everybody  has  inquired  to  know  where  that 
telegram  came  from;    the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  has  been  exam- 
ined about  that  matter,  but,  of  course,  he  did  not  know  anything;  and 
finally,  I  believe  they  have  discovered  the  truth,  that  it  was  a  state- 
ment of  the  Patri€j  which  came  here,  and  which  went  back  there 
in  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Sumner.    If  any  member  of  this  committee 
wishes  to  address  me  any  question  on  these  points,  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  answer.    I  do  not  know  more  than  I  have  said  about  them. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Are  you  through  ! — A.  No.  I  have  another  contract ;  the  Garri- 
son contract. 

Q.  Let  us  have  that. — A.  I  ask  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  whether  you  wish 
any  more  light  thrown  on  these  points  which  I  have  gone  over. 

Q.  After  you  get  through  I  shall  want  to  put  some  questions  to  you. — 
A.  Very  well.  Now.  I  come  to  the  Garrison  contract.  M.  Gambetta, 
secretary  of  war  and  secretary  of  the  interior  during  the  French-Ger- 
man war,  made  with  Messrs.  Valentine,  Billing  &  St.  Laurent  a  con- 
tract for  twenty -five  batteries  of  artiller^^  complete  with  all  the  ordnance 
stores  appertaining  thereto,  and  for  70,000  Enfield  rffies,  coming  from 
the  arsenals  of  the  United  States ;  and  the  same  stipulation  is  here  in 
relation  to  the  batteries;  and  in  regard  to  those  70,000  Enfield  ritles  with 
bayonets,  40,000  were  to  be  new,  and  80,000  cleaned  and  repaired. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Is  that  expression  "Coming  from  the  arsenals  of  the  United 
States,"  in  the  (K)ntract  I — A.  Yes,  sir.  This  same  condition  applies  to 
the  batteries,  too.  This  contract  has  nothing  to  do  with  Mr.  Remington's 
agency  on  the  part  of  the  French  government.  It  is  an  entirely  differ- 
ent matter.  The  conditions  were  that  it  should  be  complied  with 
within  a  very  short  period  of  time. 

I  need  not  explain  all  the  stipulations  of  that  contract.  It  is  enough 
to  say  that  on  the  12th  of  February  following,  the  French  secretary  of 
war,  who  was  no  more  M.  Gambetta,  telegraphed  to  New  York,  that 
since  the  provisions  of  that  contract  had  not  been  complied  with,  it  was 
considered  by  the  French  authorities  as  null  and  void.     It  was  on  the 
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12tb  of  February,  1871,  that  that  telepcram  was  sent  from  Bordeaux  to 
New  York.    The  gentlemeu  who  were  iuterested  in  that  contract 

By  Mr.  ScuuRZ : 

Q.  Does  that  rehite  to  the  Garrison  contract? — A.  Yes,  sir,  the  Gar- 
rison contract.  The  contractors  had  not  been  able  to  find  the  moneys 
for  the  performance  of  their  contract.  Therefore,  they  had  applied  to 
Mr.  C.  K.  Garrison,  who  in  fact  became  the  contractor.  Mr.  C  K.  Gar 
rison  of  course  was  verj'  nervous  when  Mie  heard  of  the  notification 
made  by  the  French  secretary  of  war,  and  he  applied  at  once  to  the 
consul  to  request  him  to  telegraph  to  the  French  government  to  main- 
tain that  contract.  The  consul,  Victor  Place,  was  not  certainly  at  that 
time  in  a  position  to  request  the  French  government  to  maintain  any 
contract.  Therefore,  those  gentlemen  came  to  Washington,  and  Mr. 
Valentine  or  Mr.  Billing,  I  do  not  remember  exactly  which  one,  but  one 
of  those  two  gentlemen  came  to  the  legation  one  morning  with  the 
paper  I  have  here,  iuul  stated  the  case  to  Mr.  Treilhard.  It  was,  I  think, 
on  the  19th  of  February.  Mr.  Treilhard  was  exceedingly  polite,  hut 
declined  to  do  anything,  even  to  receive  the  papers  which  were  seut  to 
him  the  following  d^iy  through  the  mail. 

Then  M.  Treilhard  asked  me  to  examine  that  question.  I  was  not  at 
that  date  the  regular  adviser  of  the  legation ;  nevertheless,  M.  Treil- 
hard, selecting  me  among  others,  asked  me  to  give  him  an  opinion  in 
writing.  I.  examined  the  question,  and  for  fear  of  being  mistaken  I 
submitted  my  opinion  to  Mr.  Caleb  Gushing.  Mr.  Caleb  Cushing  and  I 
agreed  together,  that  the  contract  was  null,  and  amounted  to  nothing. 

In  the  mean  while  Mr.  Garrison  himself  came  to  the  legation  witli 
General  Ingalls.  I  was  not  present  that  time.  I  hesitate  about  that, 
because  I  saw  many  other  interviews — but  my  mind  is  clear;  I  was  not 
present.  The  conversation  between  Mr.  Garrison  and  General  Ingalls 
on  one  part,  and  M.  Treilhard  on  the  other,  was  certainly  very  reserved 
on  the  part  of  M.  Treilhard.    He  did  not  know  i)er8onally 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  the  conversation  t — A.  No;  but  I  heard  it 
from  M.  Treilhard  himself.  Excuse  me,  Mr.  Chairman ;  I  think  I  can 
fix  those  facts  by  other  testimony  also. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  we  shall  not  have  conversations  that  you  did 
not  hear. 

The  Witness.  I  have  here  the  text  of  the  dispatch  of  M.  Treilhard, 
so  I  think  I  can  state  it. 

Mr.  Harlan.  Let  the  dispatch  go  in. 

The  CHAiRitfAN.  I  think  conversations  you  did  not  hear  ought  not  to 
be  testified  to. 

The  Witness.  Very  well.  But  then  there  is  something  which  re- 
mains. 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  Let  me  ask  the  chairman,  would  it  be  taken  as  evidence 
if  he  detailed  a  conversation  with  some  other  person  who  told  him  a 
conversation  he  had  had  f 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  man  would  be  the  one  to  tell  that.  It 
would  be  jiroper  for  him  to  refer  to  that  conversation  by  giving  us  the 
name  of  the  man. 

Mr.  SriiUKz.    I  mean  if  it  could  be  in  any  other  way  substantiated. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  know  of  anybody  who  heard  that  conversa- 
tion, give  us  his  name  and  we  will  bring  him  here. 

The  Witness.  You  cannot  bring  here  the  gentlemen  who  heard  the 
conversation,  because  they  arc  regular  members  of  the  legation. 
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The  Chair^ian.  Then  we  cauuot  have  their  evideuee. 

Mr.  Ames.  We  can  bring  General  Ingalls. 

The  Chairman.  We  will.  (To  the  witness.)  You  sjiy  Garrison  and 
lugalls  were  both  present  at  the  conversation  ? 

The  Witness.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  have  them  both  here. 

The  Witness.  M.  Treilhard  wrote  an  official  dispatch. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  Did  he  tell  yon  so  ? — A.  I  have  it  at  home, 
and  I  can  bring  it  here.  M.  Treilhard  wrote  an  official  dispatch  to  his 
government  relating  to  these  facts. 

Mr.  Harlan.  That  dispatch,  if  produced,  would  be  evidence. 

The  Witness.  I  cannot  produce  it,  for  the  reason  that  I  am  not  au- 
thorized to  do  so.  I  can  give  you  the  substance  of  it ;  I  have  it  here 
before  my  eyes,  but  I  cannot  put  it  in  evidence  here.  The  dispatch  was 
dated  February  28, 1871.  There  it  is  said,  "Mr.  Gardson  is  a  wealthy 
man,  influenaal,  having  friends  near  the  President,  and  among  them 
General  Ingalls,  who  called  on  me,"  and  so  on. 

Q.  Have  you  the  original  at  your  command? — A.  I  have  it  in  my 
house,  but  1  cannot  produce  it  without  an  authority  from  the  charge 
^affairesj  which  1  have  not.  I  have  it  in  my  house,  anioug  the  files  of 
my  papers. 

Mr.  Harlan.  I  think  parol  testimony  as  to  the  contents  of  a  written 
paper  is  not  proper  evidence. 

The  Chairman.  Assuredly  not ;  and  I  do  not  think  the  French  lega- 
tion are  going  to  put  in  papers  here  that  belong  to  their  files,  if  the}' 
want  to  do  it,  they  are  at  liberty  to  present  anything  they  choose. 

The  Witness.  I  have  no  instructions  to  do  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  you  should  not  allude  to  it.  If  you  have  any 
paper  that  the  French  legation  authorize  you  to  put  in  here,  we  will 
take  it.  I  think  1  may  say  we  will  receive  every  paper  that  the  French 
legation  want  to  put  in. 

The  Witness.  I  will  ask  the  chargS  d'affaires  whether  he  is  willing  to 
give  that  x>i^ce  of  evidence,  but  anyhow  there  is  my  point  about  that 
conversation.  After  that,  for  one  reason  or  another,  the  French  gov- 
ernment has  complied  with  parts  of  the  conditions  of  that  contract. 

Q.  It  did  take  part  of  the  batteriesf — A.  Part  of  them,  and  I  under- 
stand that  now  a  lawsuit  is  pending  in  New  York  in  relation  to  that  very 
contract;  but  anyhow  the  batteries,  which  were  the  iuiportant  part  of 
the  contract,  have  been  sent  to  France;  the  wishes  of  Mr.  Garrison  and 
General  Ingalls  have  been  complied  with. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  what  General  Ingalls's  wishes  were! — A.  Gen- 
eral Ingalls  coming  and  requesting  of  M.  Treilhard  to  do  one  thing;  I 
suppose  I  have  some  reason  to  suspect  at  least. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  him? — A.  No;  but  I  heard  it  through  M.  Treilhard 
himself  at  that  time,  and  from  other  gentlemen,  too. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  not  evidence.  One  of  those  gentlemen  has 
been  summoned,  and  the  other  is  in  the  city. 

By  Mr.  Ames: 

Q.  W^ere  those  batteries  used  in  the  war! — ^A.  They  were  not  even 
deHvered  to  Mr.  Garrison  at  the  time  he  came  here.  They  were  still  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  You  have  the  full  story  of  these  guns, 
and  these  batteries,  and  other  ordnance  stores,  in  the  papers  which  have 
been  printed  here  as  part  of  the  record  of  your  committee. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 
Q.  Did  those  fiircts  all  transpire  after  the  close  of  the  French-Prussian 
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war?— A.  The  contract  had  been  made  here  previously;  but  the  deliv- 
ery, in  fact,  transpired  a  great  deal  later.  The  first  time  I  heard  Mr. 
Valentine  explain  the  claim  of  Mr.  Garrison,  the  way  in  which  Mr.  Gar- 
rison put  it  was  this:  "The  guns  have  been  delivered  and  I  am  losing  a 
great  deal  of  money  every  day ; "  but  in  fact  the  guns  had  not  been 
delivered ;  they  were  still  in  the  arsenals,  and  even  the  margin  was  a 
little  later  given  back  to  Mr.  Garrison.  That  is  all  1  have  to  say  about 
that  matter. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q,  Is  there  anything  else  f — A.  I  do  not  believe  much.  Perhaps  some 
other  points  may  occur  to  my  mind  in  a  few  days. 

Q.  Now,  I  wish  to  ask  you  a  few  questions.  You  first  had  a  conver- 
sation with  Senator  Patterson  in  relation  to  this  matter  about  a  year 
ago.  Did  you  request  him  to  have  an  investigation  made  into  this  mat- 
ter f — A.  Not  one  year  ago. 

Q.  When  did  you  ever  make  a  request  of  that  kind  of  him  ♦ — A  I 
made  a  request  in  this  way :  1  thought  at  that  time  that  Mr.  Patterson 
would  be  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Retrenchment  which  is  organ- 
ized now.  That  wa*my  idea,  and  I  told  him,  "In  Case  you  are  a  mem- 
ber of  that  Committee  on  Iletrenchment,  this  matter  may  come  in.^ 
Then  when,  at  once,  he  suggested  the  idea  of  executive  action,  I  not 
only  assented,  but  I  thought  it  was  a  great  deal  better. 

Bv  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  How  did  you  happen  to  go  to  Mr.  Patterson  f — A.  I  have  known 
him  for  years;  but  the  first  time  I  went  to  him  about  this  matter  it 
was  because  he  was  still  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Retrenchment. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 
Q.  That  was  a  year  ago  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  a  year  ago. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 
Q.  That  is  why  you  went? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  other  witnesses  in  New  York,  besides  those  you  have  named, 
have  you  conferred  with  in  relation  to  the  sale  of  armsf — A.  One  Mr. 
McKenzie,  the  general  agent  of  the  transatlantic  steamers.  I  remem- 
ber very  well  a  certain  Mr.  Vernon  H.  Brown,  who  shipped  or  chartered, 
I  do  not  know  which,  the  two  steamers,  Erie  and  Ontario ;  a  certain 
Mr.  Church  ;  Mr.  Chauviteaux  himself,  but  a  great  deal  less,  for  he  was 
sick  in  the  country,  and  I  could  not  get  anything  out  of  him.  Mr. 
Brown,  Mr.  McKenzie,  Mr.  Church,  and  the  three  who  came  here,  are 
those  I  remember.  There  were  others,  but  I  do  not  remember  their 
names,  because  I  saw  at  once  they  did  not  know  anything. 

Q.  Have  you  furnished  the  names  of  the  parties  with  whom  you  did 
confer,  to  anybody,  either  to  Mr.  Schurz  or  Mr.  Sumner  ? — A.  I  snjr- 
gested  those  names  to  Mr.  Schurz.  He  answered  at  once,  "There  is  still 
another  list  below,"  and  therefore  that  did  not  amount  to  anything. 

Q.  But  you  suggested  them  to  him  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  fle  had  got  them  from  other  sources  before  ? — A.  He  had  them 
from  other  sources  before,  and  a  great  deal  more  complete  than  I  had. 
But  you  see,  Mr.  Chairman 

Q.  I  want  you  to  answer  the  question  now,  and  not  argue.  Yoa  had' 
a  conversation  with  Senator  Patterson  in  relation  to  an  investigation  of 
this  matter  about  a  yefir  ago.  Did  you  commuuicate  to  any  parties  in 
France  that  fact ! — A.  No. 
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Q.  Have  you  communicated  to  any  person  in  France,  at  any  time, 
that  there  would  probablj^  be  an  investigation  of  this  matter  f — A.  By 
the  executive,  yes ;  relating  to  the  power  given  by  M.  de  Bellonnet ;  O, 
yes,  about  that,  certainly  M.  Bellonnet  has  written  official  letters. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  any  person  here  has  communicated  to  the  gov- 
ernment or  to  individuals  in  France  that  there  would  be  or  was 
expected  to  be  an  investigation  into  this  matter  ? — A.  If  there  is  any- 
body within  m3^  knowledge  who  has  done  so,  as  it  may  relate  to  official 
matters,  I  cannot  disclose  it.  I  do  not  say  yes ;  I  do  not  say  no ;  I  say 
that  I  cannot  go  into  that  line  of  argument.  I  do  not  answer  for  the 
consul  general  at  New  York. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  Senator  of  the  United  States  who  has  had 
such  communication  ? 

The  Witness.  With  whom! 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  With  anybody  in  France  about  these  matters! — ^A. 
Nobody,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  person  holding  an  official  position  un- 
der this  Government  who  has  communicated  with  any  official  or  private- 
person  in  France  about  these  matters! — A.  At  least  I  do  not  know  ;  I 
cannot  say  within  my  knowledge ;  I  am  sure  I  do  not  know  anybody. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  dispatch  of  the  9th  of  February, 
which  has  been  spoken  of,  from  any  other  papers  than  the  Paris 
Patrief — A.  I  have  not  even  positive  knowledge  that  it  appeared  in  the 
Fatrie. 

Q.  I  understand  that ;  but  have  you  any  knowledge  that  it  appeared 
in  any  other  paper  froai  which  it  was  copied  into  the  Fatrie  f — A.  I  do 
not  know,  but  my  idea  is  this:  The  Fatrie  is  printed  at  Paris  at  4  or  5 
o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  The  assembly  deliberate  at  Versailles.  They 
meet  generally  at  1  o'clock.  The  committees  meet  in  the  morning,  and 
then  from  the  committees  the  members  go  to  the  assembly.  From 
the  lobbies  of  the  assembly  there  are  telegrai)hic  services,  which  are 
organized  and  which  are  sent  to  the  Paris  papers  exactly  as  is  done 
here  for  the  evening  papers  in  New  York  and  Philadelphia. 

Q.  I  only  want  to  know  if  you  have  seen  it  in  other  papers  which  you 
have  seen  or  which  have  been  received  at  the  French  legation  ! — A.  I 
must  say  that,  for  myself,  I  do  not  take  directly  any  French  paper. 
The  charge  (Vaffaires  receives  one  or  two,  and  that  is  all.  I  have  no 
means  of  control.  Somebody  at  that  time  had  an  Independence  Beige 
here,  and  I  asked  that  gentleman  to  be  sa  kind  as  to  let  me  see  it,  so 
that  I  could  learn  whether  I  could  find  out  about  that  telegram. 

Q.  You  spoke  in  your  evidence  to-day  of  having  received  a  proposi- 
tion from  a  third  party ;  who  was  that  third  party  ! 

The  Witness.  To  what  point  of  my  evidence  do  you  refer,  in  which 
I  spoke  of  third  parties!    Was  it  in  connection  with  Mr.  Peck! 

The  Chairman.  Most  likely  it  was.  If  it  was,  state  to  what  proposi- 
tion it  was  that  you  referred. 

A.  The  proposition  was  this:  that,  if  I  had  a  power  from  the  legation, 
I  should  examine  all  papers  relating  to  the  transactions  of  the  Reming- 
tons, and  in  case  I  would  point  out  anything  wrong  they  would  refund 
the  money. 

Q.  Who  was  that  third  party  ! — A.  Mr.  A.  G.  Bead,  a  gentleman  of 
!New  York  now. 
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Q.  Where  is  Mr.  Peck  ? — A.  I  suppose  he  is  in  New  York. 

Q.  Were  the  papers  which  were  taken  out  by  Remington,  of  which 
yon  have  spoken  as  certificates,  submitted  to  the  legation  to  be  certified! 
—A.  To  the  legation  or  to  the  consulate. 

Q.  Which  f — A.  Parts  of  those  papers,  for  instance  Governor  Hoffman's 
paper,  and  others  made  up  in  New  York,  were  via^  by  the  consulate 
general  at  New  York.  The  papers  taken  here  were  vise  by  the 
legation. 

Q.  Was  the  letter  of  Eemington  to  Le  Cesne  among  those  papers?— 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  understand  that  letters  of  Remington  &  Sons  were  among  those 
palmers,  and  that  a  copy  was  surreptitiously  taken  there  by  the  legation 
or  by  the  consulate.  At  least  that  is  the  allegation. — A.  Mr.  Chairman, 
let  me  explain  to  you  about  that  matter.  That  letter  of  Remington  to 
Le  Cesne  was  communicated  to  M.  Place  during  his  first  trial.  I  can 
show  you  the  letter  in  which  M.  Pla-ce  includes  it. 

Q.  I  understood  your  statement,  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the 
matter  myself,  but  I  have  simply  stated  what  the  parties  say  ? — A.  But 
they  are  entirely  mistaken.  Besides,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  add  one 
thing.  If  they  had  taken  the  trouble  to  refid  the  Gazette  des  Tri- 
hnneanxy  which  is  the  official  law  paper  in  France,  thej'  would  have  seen 
that  that  letter  was  in  full  produced  on  the  trial.  Therefore  I  do  not 
see  why  they  should  say  so.  They  must  have  forgotten  all  about  this. 
It  is  exactly  like  M.  Le  Cesne,  who  says  he  has  never  shown  that  let- 
ter to  anybody,  and  the  telegrams — for  instance,  the  telegram  I  read 
just  now;  the  telegram  of  Squire  to  Remington,  relating  to  the  influ- 
ences working  for  him — I  can  tell  you  that  all  those  telegrams  I  have 
got  from  outside  parties,  and  not  from  the  consulate.  I  read  them 
in  the  consulate,  and  the  history  of  those  papers  is  this :  As  soon  a^  Place 
was  indicted  the  consul  general  received  a  note  to  send  all  the  original 
papers  to  France,  and  copies  were  taken  outside.  I  can  say  positively 
that  no  paper  of  that  sort  exists  now  either  at  the  legation  or  at  the 
consulate;  but  there  is  an  attorney  of  New  York  who  has  them  all. 
So  about  the  origin  of  these  papers ;  there  is  nothing  official,  nothing 
stolen,  in  any  way  whatever. 

Q.  Did  you,  in  either  of  your  conversations  with  Senator  Patterson, 
give  to  him  the  names  of  American  citizens  or  offici«ils  who  you  sup- 
posed were  iniplicated  in  the  sale  of  these  arms  ? — A.  I  explained  yes 
terday  within  what  limits  I  gave  the  name  of  General  Ingalls.  The 
name  of  Mr.  Garrison,  also,  I  believe  I  gave  him. 

.  Q.  Were  these  the  only  names  you  gave  f — A.  So  far  as  my  recollec- 
tion goes,  they  were. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  information  about  contracts  that  were  made 
between  the  Ordnance  Bureau  here  and  private  jiarties  concerning 
arms  that  you  wish  to  communicate! — A.  I  may  ask  the  chairman,  if 
any  idea  comes  into  my  mind  in  a  few  days,  to  recall  me.  It  may  be 
that  I  shall  have  something  else  to  say,  but  not  yet,  because  there  are 
so  many  conflicting  points,  I  must  find  the  dividing-lines  all  the  time; 
therefore,  I  may  require  some  days  of  thought. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Will  you  now  state,  after  hearing  the  authority  which  Senator 
Harlan  gives  you,  the  conference  between  yourself  and  the  Secretary  of 
War  ? — A.  It  related  to  General  Ingalls. 

Q.  Let  us  have  what  it  was. — A.  The  Secretary  of  War  told  me  that 
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he  was  iMjrfectly  willing?  to  take  up  the  case  of  Geueral  Infjalls  and  to 
investigate  it  himself,  but  that  I  should  prefer  charges  in  writing  against 
General  Ingalls. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q..  Who  introduced  General  Ingalls's  name  into  this  conversation? — 
A.  It  was  Mr.  Senator  Patterson  who  spoke  about  hira  to  Mr.  Secretary 
Belknap,  and  Mr.  Secretary  Belknap,  I  believe,  introduced  the  name 
into  the  conversation. 

Q.  Yon  said  yesterday  that  the  Secretary  o^  War  told  you  to  prefer 
charges  in  writing,  and  I  asked  "  against  whom,"  and  you  said  "  against 
anybody.''    Now  you  say  that  you  meant  General  Ingalls. — A.  No.     It 
was  the  first  conversation  that  took  ])]ace  in  the  first  room  in  which 
these  words  ''prefer  charges  in  writing"  were  put  in  a  general  way. 
Then,  when  we  came  to  specify  in  the  second  room,  he  spoke  of  General 
Ingalls.   I  think  I  gave  him  exactly.the  substance  of  what  I  gave  yon  Just 
now.    1  believe  even  that  I  went  further.    So  far  as  I  can  reinember,  I 
stated  exactly  the  matter  as  it  had  t^ken  place  at  the  legation,  and 
told  him,  **  You  see,  Mr.  Secretary,  that  I  cannot  bring  charges  in  writ- 
ing.   1  do  not  proceed  by  way  of  insinuation  here  or  innuendoes,  because 
I  hate  that  way  of  doing  things ;  but  at  the  same  time  you  must  see 
that  it  is  a  matter  which  took  place  in  the  legation,  and  it  is  not  my 
bnsiness  to  prefer  charges  in  writing."    Then  the  Secretary  of  War 
s[ioke  to  me  in  a  very  kind  way  indeed.    1  am  very  thankful  to  him  for 
hiv^  kindness.    He  mentioned  several  facts  that  he  had  heard  about  me 
through  Mr.  Fish,  and  things  of  that  sort;  and  he  encouraged  me.   And 
then,  after  I  had  made  that  answer  to  him,  it  seemed  that  he  conld  not 
exactly  understand  the  scope  of  my  answer.    He  could  not  see  exactly 
what  situation  I  was  in.    And  then  he  said,  ''But  you  know.  I  am  mak- 
ing an  investigation  myself,  and  I  am  taking  down  whatever  Senator 
Patterson  and  yourself  say  to  me."    I  might  have  answere<l,  and  it  may 
be  and  1  am  inclined  to  think  that  I  answered,  *'  Well,  an  investiga- 
tion of  that  kind   may  last  one  hundred  years  virtually- ;"  but  what  I 
would  not  disclose  yesterday  related  to  the  facts  whi(!h  I  havejnst 
stated  about  General    Ingalls.     He    spoke  to    me    about   Mr.    Gar- 
rison.   I  repe^ited  to  him  just  what  I  told  you  yesterday,  and  that 
Mr.  Garrison  went  bail   for  Mr.  AVilliam   M.  Tweed ;    I   said,  *'  That 
is  no  concern  of  mine;   Mr.  Garrison  made  a  contract,  and  tried  to 
make  money  out  of  it.    For  that  gentleman  I  have  nothing  to  say  at 
all.    It  is  the  business  of  everybody  who  tries  to  make  money  to  do  it, 
provided  be  finds  an  opportunity  to  do  it  honestly  and  fairly."    As  for 
Mr.  Garrison,  though  I  believe  I  mentioned  this  fact  of  his  being  one  of 
the  bondsmen  of  Mr.  Tweed,  I  said :  "Very  well  for  Mr.  Garrison;  it  is 
his  business,  as  a  business  man  in  New  York,  to  do  what  he  can  to  make 
money.out  of  this  case."    But  what  I  alluded  to  was  the  call  of  Gen- 
eral Ingalls  at  the  legation,  and  several  other  things  which  passed  at 
that  time  between  hini  and  an  attacJw  of  legation ;  but  you  said  it  was 
not  evidence.    Therefore  I  did  not  give  it. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  Secretary  kept  a  memoran- 
dum of  the  conversation  ? — A.  It  seems  to  me  that  he  told  me  he  kept 
a  memorandum  of  this  conversation.  If  he  has  kept  any  memorandum 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  return  to  him  exactly  the  same  compliment  he 
paid  to  me,  to  let  him  disclose  it. 

By  Mr.  Sghubz  : 

Q.  You  said  that  you  told  the  Secretary  about  conversations  tliathad 
passed  between  General  Ingalls  and  an  attach^  of  the  legation  ? — A. 
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Yes,  sir;  I  told  the  Secretary  of  War  that  General  Ingalls  boasted  of 
his  iuflnence  here,  aud  said  to  one  of  the  att€u:h&j  the  name  of  whom  I 
gave  him,  Mr.  Count  Pourtales,  the  son-in-law  of  Mr.  Ben.  Holladay, 
that  he  (General  Ingalls)  was  strong  enough  to  enforce  that  contract, 
and  that  the  French  government  would  be  compelled  to  yield. 

By  Mr.  Ames: 

Q.  Was  what  you  have  stated  here  all  the  cause  you  had  for  suspect- 
ing  General  Ingalls? — A.  I  heard  his  name  mentioned  in  connection 
with  the  Remington  contracts,  many  and  many  a  time,  I  should  say; 
but  you  know  I  am  not  here  to  investigate  those  matters  myself.  I  did 
not  take  interest  to  know  whether  General  Ingalls  has  backed  Mr. 
Eemington  or  not.  I  have  not  paid  any  more  attention  to  him  in  that 
respect  than  I  did  to  Mr.  Hoey. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  done  so  or  not! — A.  I  do  not,  aud 
furthermore  I  do  not  care ;  it  is  not  my  business. 

By  Mr.  ScmiRZ  : 

Q.  You  ssiy  you  heard  his  name  mentioned  in  connection  with  the 
Remington  contracts  several  times! — A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  in  what  shape  you  heard  it  mentioned? — A.  As 
the  gentleman  who  was  strong  enough  by  his  influence  to  have  com- 
pelled the  Ordnance  OflSce  to  do  for  Remington  what  they  did ;  but 
this  I  have  heard  so  often — mere  hearsay  testimony  and  things  of  that 
sort. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  You  knew  nothing  personally  about  General  Ingalls  ? — A.  Per- 
haps I  have  never  seen  him  and  do  not  know  him. 

Q.  And  still  you  made  that  statement  to  the  Secretary  of  War  which 
caused  him  to  reply,  *'Put  in  charges  against  General  Ingalls  f— A. 
About  the  facts  relating  to  the  legation  I  am  i>08itive.  You  know,  Mr, 
Senator,  there  are  two  sets  of  ideas  here  entirely  distinct.  If  we  speak 
of  General  Ingalls's  interference  on  the  part  of  Remington,  I  say  that  I 
heard  a  great  deal  said  about  him,  but  that  I  do  not  know,  and  I  have 
not  taken  any  trouble  to  substantiate  any  of  those  charges,  or  rather  to 
fin<l  them  out ;  my  time  is  otherwise  occupied.  Now  about  the  Garri- 
son contract,  that  is  the  point  I  spoke  about  to  the  Secretary  of  War, 
because  here  is  something  perfectly  substantiated.  I  spoke  of  this  point, 
the  Garrison  contract.  I  told  the  Secretary  of  War  what  took  place  at 
the  legation  and  I  told  him  what  the  same  General  IngaUs  said  to  au 
attach^,  the  name  of  whom  I  gave  to  General  Belknap. 

By  Mr.  SonuRZ : 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  the  name  of  anybody  who  spoke  about  General 
Ingalls  in  connection  with  the  Remington  contracts? 

A.  There  are  so  many  that  I  cannot  name  them  all. 

Q.  Give  some. 

A.  The  first,  I  think,  that  called  my  attention  to  him  was  Mr.  Dana, 
when  he  had  written  that  article  in  the  Sun  which  I  spoke  of  yesterday. 
I  will  think  it  over,  and  I  will  give  you  the  names,  because  I  may  pos- 
sibly remember  them.  I  may  remember  parties  who  are  more  or  less 
responsible  persons. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Who  furnished  j^ou  the  contract  which  you  have  presented  here 
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this  morning? — A.  The  contract  was  given  me  by  Mr.  Treilliard  to 
make  up  m}'^  opinion  about  it,  and  to  report  what  1  thought  of  it.  Here 
is  a  copy  of  the  contract.  It  is  on  this  copy  that  I  gave  my  opinion. 
(A  translation  of  this  copy  is  annexed  to  the  testimony,  marked  "  Exhibit 

^'o.  16.") 

Q.  Where  did  you  get  the  dispatch  which  you  began  to  read  f — ^A.  I 
fonnd  it  in  the  French  newspapers,  printed.  I  can  tell  you  that  I  have 
not  given  a  single  paper  coming  from  the  legation.  This  contract  was 
given  to  me  to  give  an  opinion  upon. 

Q.  Have  you,  during  the  past  year  or  year  and  a  half,  been  in  con- 
ference with  what  we  call  the  newspaper  men  in  reference  to  this  sale 
of  arms,  frequently  f 

The  Wn'NESS.  Do  you  speak  previous  to  the  investigation,  or  since? 

The  Chairman.  Before. 

A.  I  think  the  gentleman  with  whom  I  talked  the  matter  over  was 
the  correspondent  of  the  Cincinnati  Gazette,  who  said  to  me,  "If  you 
have  anything  interesting,  please  give  it  to  me."  And  I  told  him,  ''Cer- 
tainly; if  I  have  anything  interesting,  and  these  matters  are  public.  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  give  them  to  you.''  He  is  a  friend  of  mine,  a  per- 
fect gentleman;  and  I  treated  him  as  such,  and  will  always  do  it. 

(J.  Did  you  furnish  him  with  information  f — A.  At  his  own  request,  I 
did.    It  was  not  I,  but  he,  that  requested  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  information  that  you  did  furnish ! — A.  I  suppose 
that  information  appeared  in  some  papers.  I  do  not  remember  exactly 
what  it  was,  because  with  him  I  have  a  great  confidence  in  his  discre- 
tion ;  and  it  may  be  that  I  gave  him  more  than  he  printed,  requesting 
him  to  make,  himself,  the  selection. 

Q.  Now  I  want  the  substance  of  that  information  which  you  gave 
him  f — A.  1  suppose  it  related  to  some  of  the  papers,  or  to  the  papers  I 
had  given  to  Mr.  Sumner.  That  was  all.  I  never  gave  him  anything 
outside.     And  in  those  papers  I  told  him  myself  to  make  a  selection. 

Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not,  with  that  information,  give  the  names  of 
at  least  four  persons  whom  you  believed  to  be  implicated  in  the  sales  of 
these  arms! — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  give  the  names  of  any  number! — A.  I  do  not  recollect. 
It  may  be  that  I  gave  names ;  but  I  had,  with  that  gentleman,  very 
often,  confidential  conversation.  It  may  be  that  I  told  him  ^  it  may  be 
not ;  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  If  you  gave  him  any  names,  can  you  state  to  us  the  names  that 
you  gave  him  I — A.  Certainly,  if  I  could  remember  I  should  tell  you  at 
once  how  matters  stood. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  give  the  committee  the  name  of  any  person  whom 
jon  suppose  to  have  any  information  touching  the  matters  we  are 
investigating  that  have  not  been  summoned? — A.  If  you  will  allow  me 
time  enough  to  think  of  it  I  will  do  it  better  at  home  than  here,  because 
it  takes  some  time  to  think  the  matter  over. 

Q.  We  should  like  the  names  here,  so  that  we  can  summon  them. — 
A.  I  suggest,  in  the  first  place,  the  name  of  F.  W.  Peckj  the  name  of 
Mr.  G.  A.  liead,  or  A.  G.  Read — I  think  A.  G.  Bead — he  lives  at  Tre- 
mont  Hotel,  New  York — ^in  relation  to  these  facts.  Then  I  would  sug- 
gest the  name  of  the  book-keeper  of  Mr.  Bemington.  You  can  examine 
him,  and  make  him  confine  himself  to  the  points  which  are  of  interest  to 
you.    Then  Mr.  Garrison. 

Q.  He  has  been  summoned. — A.  Also,  General  Ingalls. 

Q.  He  has  been  summoned,  or  will  be. — A.  About  the  matter  of  ship- 
ments, Mr.  Yeruou  H.  Brown ;  but  he  could  not  tell  you  a  great  deal 

24s  A 
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more  than  you  have  known  from  other  sources.    To-morrow,  if  you  wUl 
allow  me,  I  will  send  you  a  list  more  complete. 

Q.  And  will  you  give  me,  if  you  can,  their  address  f — ^A.  If  I  can, 
certainly. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  the  Secretary  of  War  tell  you  that  he  would  make  an  inquiry 
about  these  matters  himself  f — A.  It  was  my  understanding  at  first,  and 
when  I  received  that  letter  of  him  stating  that  he  had  sent  the  list  of 
sales  to  Congress,  I  understood  that  he  had  changed  his  mind.  Senator 
Patterson,  perhaps,  told  me  more  about  that,  but  he  told  you  himself. 
My  understanding  was  that  there  was  to  be  some  executive  action,  ami 
it  was  what  pleased  me,  beciiuse  I  have  been  always  very  frieudly  to 
the  Executive. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  your  relations  with  Mr.  Fish.  Did  you  ever  have 
any  transactions  about  the  matter  with  him  ? — A.  No,  not  with  binj. 
My  only  conversation  with  him  on  the  subject  related  to  the  sending  of 
that  communication  of  the  French  legation  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
through  the  State  Department.  I  was  afraid  that  Mr.  Fish  would  not 
understand  the  meaning  of  that  communication,  and  I  called  upon  him, 
on  the  2d  of  January,  to  explain  to  him  what  it  meant.  It  meant,  iu 
my  judgment  then,  just  as  it  was  in  fact,  an  opportunity  given  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  to  explain  what  he  wanted ;  and  I  explained  that  to  Mr. 
Fish.  Mr.  Fish  spoke,  I  believe,  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  then  tlie 
communication  came  from  the  State  Department  to  the  Secretary  of 
War,    That  was  the  way  in  which  the  matters  were  transacted. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  With  what  Senators  of  the  United  States  have  you  had  interviews 
on  this  subject  ? — A.  Only  three,  as  I  specified  them. 

Q.  Name  them,  if  you  please. — A.  Senator  Patterson;  then  Senator 
Sumner,  and  then  the  Senator  from  Missouri  here. 

Q.  None  others  t — ^A.  No  others. 

Q.  With  what  other  officers  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
have  you  had  interviews  on  this  subject  f — A.  The  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Secretary  of  State,  within  the  limits  I  explained  just  now. 

Q.  With  atiy  others  f — A.  It  may  be  that  I  alluded  to  the  matter  iu 
speaking  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  but  I  cannot  say  yes  or  no 
positively.  On  account  of  my  acquaintance  with  him,  which  is  quite 
intimate,  it  may  be  that  in  playing  a  game  of  billiards  I  alluded  to  the 
matter,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

-Q.  Did  you  have  any  with  General  Dyer  about  it ! — A.  I  saw  General 
Dyer  the  day  after  I  saw  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the  first  time.  The 
Secretary  of  War  gave  me  a  note  to  General  Dyer.  I  went  there  at 
once ;  saw  the  general,  and  he  said  some  words  in  a  very  general  way 
about  the  list  of  sales  which  he  was  going  to  have  made  up.  I  told  him 
that  I  was  quite  anxious  that  that  list  of  sales  should  be  made  up  aj^ 
soon  as  possible.  I  think  that  was  about  all.  I  cannot  consider  this  a 
conversation  about  these  matters. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  conversations  with  any  other  subordinate  oflicer 

of  the  Government! — A.  I  saw  Colonel  Benet  several  times  about  this 

matter.    Once  I  called  to  have  the  list  of  sales  made  up  as  soon  as  pos- 

sible,  or  to  know  whether  it  had  been  made  up  ^  I  do  not  know  exactly 
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which.  Colonel  Ben^t  showed -me  the  letter  of  Kemington  to  Le  Cesne 
and  the  request  of  the  chargi  d'affdireSj  which  wad  on  his  desk,  and  he 
said  to  me,  "  I  do  not  see  how  I  can  answer  so  many  questions."  I  told 
him,  "2^othing  is  simpler ;  there  are  only  two  or  three  "points."  I  looked, 
pointed  out  the  two  or  three  points  which  had  been  singled  ont  by  me 
to  the  Secretary  of  War ;  told  him,  "  That  is  all ;  there  is  nothing  else." 
I  left  with  the  impression  that  the  answer  was  being  prepared  precisely 
in  the  Ordnance  Bureau.  My  understanding  was  at  the  beginning  that 
it  should  have  been  prepared  by  the  Secretary  himself,  but  that  was  a 
inatter  of  impression.  I  did  not  say  anything  to  Colonel  Ben^t,  and 
I  left  him. 

Q.  Can  you  name  any  other  subordinate  officers  with  whom  you  have 
conversed  on  the  subject ! — A.  It  may  be  that  I  spoke  to  Mr.  McNally ; 
I  cannot  tell ;  I  do  not  know.  I  saw  another  gentleman  who  came  be- 
fore me  once  with  a  part  of  that  list  of  sales  prepared,  and  who  addressed 
to  me  two  or  three  words,  and  I  to  him.  I  think  Colonel  Ben^t  intro- 
duced me  to  that  gentleman.  I  do  not  remember  his  name;  perhaps  I 
did  not  hear  it  at  the  time. 

Q.  Then  you  have  had  interviews  with  Senators  Patterson,  Sumner, 
and  Schurz ;  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  j  with  General  Dyer,  Colonel  Benet,  and  Mr. 
McNally  f — A.  You  see  within  what  limits  I  speak  of  the  others.  In 
fact  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
and  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  and  then  the  Secretary  of  War,  are  those 
with  whom  I  conversed  or  had  interviews  on  the  subject.  For  the  others, 
I  mention  them  rather  in  coniiuing  what  I  told  them  within  the  narrowest 
limits. 

Q.  Can  you  think  of  none  others  f — A.  If  any  name  was  suggested  I 
would  tell  you.  Somebody,  perhaps,  remembers  that  I  spoke  to  him.  I 
do  not 

Q.  How  ipany  interviews  did  you  have  with  Senator  Patterson,  and 
when  did  they  occur! — A.  You  know,  perhaps,  that  I  see  the  Senator 
qnite  often  outside  of  these  matters. 

Q.  I  refer  to  these  matters,  the  interviews  you  had  with  him  on  this 
subject. — A.  I  cannot  say  exactly.  It  is  very  difficult  to  know  that. 
When  a  gentleman  is  acquainted  with  another,  and  steps  into  his  rooms 
when  he  passes  before  the  door,  it  may  be  that  some  words  are  said  and 
passed  between  them  on  questions  of  business,  and  then  they  speak  of 
other  matters ;  it  is  very  difficult  to  remember. 

Q.  When  was  the  first  interview  you  had  with  Senator  Patterson  f — 
A.  That  was  so  far  back  as  March,  1871. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  substan.ce  of  the  interview  you  had  with 
bim  at  that  time  on  this  subject  ? — A.  I  can  refer  you  to  his  statement, 
because  his  memory  was  a  great  deal  more  clear  about  those  recollec- 
tions which  go  quite  far  back  than  mine. 

Q.  You  have  read  his  testimony  f — A.  Yes ;  and  when  I  read  it  I 
found  it  perfectly  correct.    I  told  you  so  yesterday. 

Q.  When  did  you  next  have  an  interview  with  him  on  this  subject  f — 
A.  In  May,  1871, 1  believe,  when  you  were  here  for  the  consideration 
of  the  treaty  with  England. 

Q.  When  did  your  next  interview  with  Senator  Patterson  occur  ? — A. 
I  think  that  it  was  while  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Trumbull  was  pending. 
I  do  not  remember  exactly  the  date,  but  I  can 

By  Mr.  ScHUEZ : 

Q.  What  proposition  ? — A.  The  proposition  for  raising  a  committee 
on  retrenchment ;  the  original  proposition  at  this  session  of  Congress. 
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"What  leads  me  to  that  conclusion  is  this  fact :  that  I  8]>oke  to  Mr.  Pat- 
terson, thinking  he  would  be  a  member  of  that  committee. 

By  Mr.  Harlan: 

Q.  You  conversed  with  him  because  you  supposed  he  would  be  a 
member  of  that  committee! — A.  Yes;  and  I  remember  he  said  tome, 
"I  am  disgusted  with  the  committee;  I  do  not  want  to  serve.^  I  told 
him,  "Well,  gentlemen  say  they  are  disgusted,  and  so  on,"  audlthoaght 
he  said  it  rather  by  way  of  joking  than  anything  else.  I  said  to  him, 
"  O,  yes,  you  are  so  well  acquainted  with  these  matters,''  and  then  I  spoke 
to  him  exactly  as  I  would  have  spoken  to  a  member  of  the  next  Com- 
mitter on  Eetrenchment;  exactly  as  I  spoke  to  him  as  the  chairman  of 
the  late  Committee  on  Krtrenchment. 

Q.  This  occurred  in  December  last  f — A.  December.  You  can  find  a 
way  of  fixing  those  dates  if  you  recollect  the  day  Senator  Trumbull 
introduced  his  resolution.  I  think  it  was  one  or  two  or  three  days  later. 
I  remember  that  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Trumbull  had  been  introduced 
at  that  time. 

Q.  At  that  time  did  you  disclose  the  facts  that  you  thought  it  would 
be  pertinent  to  bring  out  in  the  investigation  f — A.  1  think  that  the 
lirst  time  I  saw  him  1  took  the  letter  of  Mr.  Remington  to  Mr.  Le  Cesne 
to  him  saying,  "  You  can  do  what  you  like  with  it,"  because  I  told  him 
certainly  it  was  nothing  official,  nothing  confidential.  It  was  a  letter 
which  had  been  sent  to  me,  and  perhaps  I  did  not  tell  him  how  I  got  it; 
but  I  told  him  he  was  not  the  bearer  of  anything  which  might  aftect  the 
destinies  of  mankind  at  all.    I  told  him  that  it  amounted  to  very  little. 

Q.  You  delivered  this  letter  at  the  interview  which  you  si)eakof  in 
December! — Yes,  sir;  at  that  time  Senator  Patterson  had  not  his  family 
here,  and  in  going  and  coming  back  from  the  post-office  in  the  morn- 
ing, as  I  passed  his  door,  I  very  often  stopped  to  see  him  five  minutes  or 
ten  minutes,  without  sitting  down,  but  only  for  the  mere  sake  of  seeing 
how  he  was. 

Q.  Did  you  disclose  to  him  at  this  time  the  names  of  officials  of  this 
Government,  who  were  supposed  to  be  concerned  f — A.  His  recollection 
was  just  as  cle^r  then  as  it  is  now,  and  he  and  I  understood  that  my 
information  had  not  increased  a  great  deal  since  the  last  spring  in 
regard  to  those  parties.  We  did  not  speak  much  more  about  the  name& 
I  believe  that  we  spoke  a  great  deal  more  about  the  question  of  dis- 
crepancies between  the  two  governments ;  but,  as  I  am  instructed  not 
to  do  anything  in  the  matter,  the  French  government  is  perfectly  will- 
ing to  lose  those  discrepancies,  if  there  be  any ;  I  do  not  insist  on  that 
point. 

Q.  You  had  named  to  him  the  names  of  parties  that  you  thought  had 
been  improperly  connected  with  this  transaction  f — A.  Yes,  sir,  1  named 
General  Ingalls,  sure. 

Q.  In  December! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  had  done  so  previously,  in  May  f — A.  The  name  of  the  gen- 
eral was  in  my  mind  since  the  28th  of  February,  or  the  1st  of  March, 
1871. 

Q.  When  did  you  have  your  first  interview  with  Mr.  Sumner  on  this 
subject  I — A,  As  I  told  you,  as  to  Mr.  Sumner  I  cannot  specify  the  date, 
but,  notwithstanding,  my  idea  is  that  it  was  something  between  the 
25th  and  29th  of  January. 

By  Mr.  Schukz  : 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Sumuer  frequently  t — A.  Every  day ;  sometimes 
twice  a  day. 
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By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  tlie  substance  of  the  disclosures  you  made  to 
him  at  that  time  f — A.  I  did  not  make  any  disclosure.  The  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  spoke  to  me  nbout  that  matter,  and  then  I  answered 
iu  a  general  way.    That  is  the  way  in  which  it  must  be  put. 

Q.  If  I  understand  you,  you  say  he  introduced  the  subject  to  you  f — 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  saying  to  me  that  he  was  quite  astonished  that  I  had  never 
8i)oken  to  him  about  it. 

Q.  At  this  interview,  did  you  deliver  to  him  any  documents,  or  let- 
ters, or  telegrams  I — A.  No,  no ;  I  did  not  deliver  any  documents.  I 
remember  that  circumstance  perfectly. 

Q.  In  your  testimony  you  spoke  of  having  delivered  to  him  certain 
pai)ers.  When  did  that  occur? — A.  On  the  29th of  January  I  went  to 
Xew  York.  I  remained  three  days  in  New  York.  If  you  ask  me  what 
for,  1  will  tell  you.  It  was  to  take  care  of  the  case  of  Mr.  Norton,  to  see 
what  was  the  sequel  of  the  Norton  concern.  I  came  back  from  New 
York  on  the  2d  of  February,  gave  directions  to  have  copies  made  of 
these  papers,  and  when  I  got  the  copies  I  gave  them  to  Mr.  Sumner. 

Q.  This,  you  say,  occurred  about  the  2d  of  February  f — A.  No ; 
later.  I  say  that  on  the  2d  of  February  I  came  back;  then  I  told  a 
geutleman  to  make  copies,  and  then  there  was  time  enough  taken  to 
Diake  the  copies.  I  think  the  first  paper  I  delivered  to  Mr.  Sumner  was 
the  letter  of  Remington  to  Le  Cesue,  and  after  that  in  order  of  dates  I 
^ve  him  that  telegram,  which,  if  I  had  had  the  papers  of  the  Place  trial 
complete,  I  would  have  given  that  very  telegram  in  the  Place  trial,  and 
he  would  have  had  it  in  print  instead  of  in  writing. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Sumner  request  you  for  those  papers! — A.  Yes ;  he  asked 
me,  because  he  wanted  to  see  them  and  understand  what  they  meant. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  Was  it  at  Mr,  Sumner's  request  that  you  procured  copies  of  those 
papers  and  delivered  them  to  him? — A.  I  think  I  gave  him  the  letter  of 
Bemington  to  Le  Cesne,  say  from  the  6th  to  the  8th  of  February  ;  the 
telegnim  on  perhaps  the  8th  or  9th  of  February,  and  the  letter  of  the 
Secretary  of  War  one  day  or  two  after,  but  I  cannot  specify  exactly.  It 
was,  however,  between  those  dates.  You  understand  it  was  the  request 
of  a  friend  for  these  papers,  rather  than  the  request  of  a  Senator,  that  I 
complied  with  in  that  case.    . 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  at  or  near  that  time  copies  of  all  the  letters  re- 
ferred to  in  the  preamble  to  Mr.  Sumner's  resolution?  [Handing  a 
printed  copy  of  the  preamble  to  the  witness.] — A.  [After  examining  the 
preamble.]  Yes;  I  gave  him  the  letter  of  Remington  to  Le  Cesne,  the 
letter  of  M.  de  Bellonnet,  and  the  dispatch  of  Mr.  Squire.  The  letter  of 
Hemington  to  Le  Cesne  was  put  in  evidence  in  the  trial  of  Place. 

Q.  You  say  you  delivered  to  him  the  Remington  letter  I — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State  ? — 
A.  Yea. 

Q.  What  else!— A.  The  telegram  from  Squire  to  Remington. 

Q.  Did  you  deliver  to  him  at  that  time,  or  near  that  time,  any  other 
letters  and  documents  bearing  on  this  subject? — A.  No.  I  gave  him, 
perhaps,  some  priva,te  notes  I  had  made  up  on  these  subjects,  but  nothing 
of  any  moment;  and  here  I  may  say  about  printed  evidence,  that  Mr. 
Sumner  had  a  great  deal  himself,  outside  me. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  did  give  him  some  other  memo- 
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randii  of  your  own! — A;  It  may  be;  I  do  Dot  know;  but  anyhow  they 
were  trifling  matters,  not  amounting  to  anything.  Here  I  may  say  as 
to  Mr.  Sumner,  about  the  printed  evidence  he  used,  he  had  a  great  deal 
outside  what  I  gave  him.  Mr.  Sumner  reads  French  papers,  and  he 
collects  that  sort  of  thing ;  and  therefore  he  had  evidence  to  a  great 
extent  outside  me. 

Q.  Did  you  read  this  evidence  which  he  had  that  he  derived  from 
other  sources  ? — A.  No.  I  saw  once,  for  instance,  the  testimony  of  Le 
Cesne  relating  to  the  contracts  with  the  United  States.  Mr.  Sumner 
showed  me  that  himself.     He  had  it  from  ofher  parties. 

Q.  Was  this  documentary  evidence  which  he  had  in  his  possession 
the  subject  of  conversation  between  you  and  Mr.  Sumner! — A.  Avery 
distant  subject  of  conversation.  It  was  mentioned  in  a  general  way. 
He  showed  me  some  of  the  papers  that  he  had ;  that  was  all. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Were  they  read  ? — A.  No ;  I  remember  the  only  thing  I  read  was 
precisely  that  point  relating  to  the  testimony  of  Le  Cesne.    He  said  to 
me,  ''Have  you  heard  of  it  before!"    I  told  him  yes,  but  I  had  forgot- 
ten it;  because  I  had  not  the  file  of  papers.    Then  he  showed  it  to  me. 

Bv  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  Did  you  know  at  the  time  that  these  papers,  or  any  of  them,  were 
to  be  used  in  any  transaction  in  the  Senate  i — A.  O.  no. 

By  Mr.  Schuez  : 

Q.  Did  you  request  Mr.  Sumner  to  introduce  a  resolution  f — A  No, 

sir.  I 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Sumner  disclose  his  object  in  asking  for  copies  of  these 
documents? — A.  No.  Mr.  Sumner  is  always  exceedingly  eager  for 
l>apers  and  things  of  that  sort.  He  studies  a  great  deal,  and  he  wants 
to  have  information.  I  gave  him,  I  do  not  know  how  many  timers,  in- 
formation about  various  subjects,  and  1  may  say  he  has  seldom  givpn 
back  any  paper  I  lent  Irim. 

Q.  You  say  you  have  had  interviews  with  Senator  Schurz  on  this  sub- 
ject ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  when  you  had  the  first  interview  with  him  on  this  subject  ?— 
A.  It  was  later  than  the  first  time  Mr.  Sumner  spoke  to  me  about  it. 
It  was,  as  the  Senator  stated,  between  fourteen  and  t«n  days  before  tbe 
introduction  of  that  resolution  into  the  Senate. 

Q.  From  ten  to  fourteen  days  before  the  resolution  was  introduced!— 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  from  ten  to  fourteen  days  before  the  introduction  of  that 
resolution  5  certainly  it  was  not  before  that.    It  could  not  go  so  far  back. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  to  him  at  that  time,  or  about  that  time,  tbe 
substance  of  those  letters  that  you  have  spoken  of? — A.  No ;  for  tbe 
letter  of  Remington  was  alluded  to,  but  I  had  not  to  communicate  the 
substance  of  that  to  him  at  all;  and  as  for  the  letter  of  the  Secretary 
of  War,  which  came  up  as  a  matter  of  conversation  between  us  some 
time  in  February,  I  told  him,  "If  you  want  the  substance  of  that  letter, 
as  it  is  not  at  all  a  diplomatic  document,  in  my  eyes,  since  it  has  been 
detnded  not  to  be  one  by  the  charge  (VaffaireSj  then  I  will  give  you  the 
substance  of  it  verbatim,^  I  could  do  it  just  as  if  he  had  wished  to 
have  a  full  copy  made  out  of  memory.  1  would  have  made  it  up  for 
him  just  as,  fifteen  years  ago,  attending  a  performance  in  a  theater,  I 
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would  have  uudertuken,  in  coining  back,  to  write  part  of  the  play. 
Something  is  left  still  of  that  sort  of  memory  and  practice. 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  you  for  yoar  capacity  to  remember  and  make  a 
record..  I  only  ask  if  you  communicated  to  him  at  the  time  the  sub- 
stance of  those  papers? — A.  I  have  explained  to  you,  Mr.  Senator. 

Q.  You  say  you  have  had  an  interview  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury-  on  this  subject ! — A.  I  said  that  I  might  have  mentioned  the 
matter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  a  social  way,  but  I  have  not 
had  a  conversation  with  him  on  the  subject.  I  mentioned  how  it  was 
just  now. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  conversation  had  by  you  with  Mr.  Bout- 
well,  the  Secietary  of  the  Treasury,  or  in  his  presence  and  that  of  Mr. 
Sumner  f — A.  It  was  alter  the  resolution  was  introduced. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  about  the  time  ? — A.  Two  or  three  days  after  the 
resolution  was  introduced  1  was  present  at  a  conversation  of  those  two 
geutlemen.  It  was  about  the  discrepancies.  I  have  seen  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  since.  He  was  so  kind  as  to  call  on  me  and  introduce 
that  subject,  and  I  spoke  of  it  to  him.  The  matter  did  not  produce  any 
ill-feeling  at  all,  because  there  was  none  on  my  part.  That  was  about 
two  or  thre«  weeks  ago. 

Q.  At  the  first  interview  between  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and 
Mr.  Sumner  and  yourself,  do  you  remember  having  stated  to  them  your 
reasons  for  inciting  inquiry  ? — A.  I  did  not  state  reasons  for  inciting 
inquiry,  since  I  did  not  incite  it. 

Q.  Your  reason  for  making  inquiries  into  this  subject  f — A.  But  I  was 
not  making  inquiries  at  all  at  that  time.  I  had  made  inquiries  before, 
when  I  was  instructed  by  my  government  to  do  so,  but  since  that  time 
I  did  not  make  any.  , 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  you  what  you  may  have  done ;  I  am  asking  what 
you  said  at  that  time  to  these  gentlemen,  or  in  their  presence  f — A.  I 
do  not  recollect.    I  would  tell  j'ou  if  I  recollected,  but  I  do  not. 

Q.  In  order  to  freshen  your  memory,  if  I  can,  1  will  ask,  do  you  re- 
member stating  to  them  in  that  conversation  your  reasons  for  making 
inquiries  into  the  subject  of  the  sale  of  arms  at  a  previous  time  ? — 
A.  Xo;  I  do  not  think  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  should  be  a 
perfectly  lit  witness  in  a  case  of  this  sort,  by  the  simple  reason 

Q.  I  am  not  calling  in  question  his  competency,  but  I  wish  to  get  at 
your  memory  of  that  conversation. — A.  I  do  not  remember.  If  he  was 
present,  coinversations  may  have  passed  between  Mr.  Sumner  and  me 
in  French;  but  I  do  not  remember.  1  have  not  the  least  idea  of  the 
point. 

Q.  You  spoke  of  having  had  interviews  with  the  Secretary  of  State! — 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  many  interviews  did  you  have  with  him  on  the  subject. — A. 
One. 

Q.  Any  other  than  that  about  which  you  have  already  testified  ? — A. 
^'o;  only  vi  regard  to  that  point. 

Q.  You  have  testified  that  you  have  had  interviews  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  on  this  subject! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  how  many  interviews ! — A.  I  am  sure  of  three  ;  it 
may  be  four;  but  the  fourth,  which  should  be  placed  between  the  first  and 
w*eoud  in  the  order  of  date,  has  not  left  a  clear  recollection  on  my  mind 
at  all.  I  do  not  remember  exactly  about  the  second  in  time,  whether 
it  took  place  or  not.  I  was  inclined  to  think  that  there  were  four  inter- 
views ;  but  1  am  positive  about  three. 
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Q.  Do  you  remember  about  the  time  the  first  interview  occurred  i— 
A.  O,  yes;  the  27th  day  of  December,  1871. 

Q.  State  to  the  committee  what  occurred  during  that  interview— the 
first  interview. — A.  I  had  the  honor  to  state  it  already  yesterday.  U 
you  wish,  I  will  repeat  my  statement. 

Q.  I  do  not  want  the  whole  speech  that  was  made  then,  but  I  want 
the  fact ! — A.  Two  things  were  examined  between  him  and  me.  The 
first  related  to  the  list  of  sales,  and  about  that  we  had  not  the  leai^t 
trouble.  He  agreed  that  the  list  of  sales  should  be  made  up.  He  gave 
me  that  letter  of  introduction  to  General  Dyer.  About  that  notliiug 
of  any  importance  transpired,  because  he  and  I  agreed  at  once.  The 
second  point  related  to  the  letter  of  liemington  to  Le  Cesne,  which  he 
spoke  to  me  about  first,  I  believe,  and  then  he  said  to  me  tbat  the  letter 
was  on  file  in  his  Department,  which,  by  the  way,  surprised  me  a  little. 
Then  he  said  just  what  I  repeated  yesterday,  so  far  as  my  recollectioQ 
goes.  It  would  benecessary  to  repeat  exactly  what  I  said  yesterday  to 
cover  that  point. 

Q.  You  say  you  spoke  chiefly  at  the  first  interview  in  relation  to  the 
list  of  sales  1 — A.  No ;  excuse  me,  Senator,  exactly  the  contrary-  We 
spoke  chiefly  about  the  letter  of  Remington. 

Q.  Was  it  at  that  interview  that  you  disclosed  your  authority  for  ap- 
plying for  information  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  the  first  interview  f — A.  At  the  first.  When  I  stepped  in,  after 
I  sent  in  my  card,  I  showed  him  my  authority ;  it  was  a  way  to  ijitro- 
duce  myself. 

Q.  Did  he  understand  from  that  letter,  or  from  the  conversation,  the 
ofiicial  relation  you  sustained  to  the  French  legation  ! — A.  Of  course  he 
did. 

Q.  What  was  that  relation  ? — A.  The  relation  of  legal  adviser. 

Q.  You  say  there  were  two  subjects  of  conversation  at  that  interdew— 
the  list  of  sales  and  the  letter  of  Eemington ;  do  you  remember  any 
other  subject  discussed  or  spoken  of  at  that  time  f — A.  General  Ingalls— 
in  the  second  room. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Was  that  the  first  day? — A.  The  first- day  I  spoke  to  him  about 
it,  and  I  remember  very  well  he  asked  whether  I  was  present  at  that 
interview  between  General  Ingalls  and  the  French  minister.  I  hesi- 
tated ;  I  could  not  recollect  exactly,  because  I  had  been  present  at  so 
many  others.  I  told  him,  "That  is  mixed  up  in  m3'  mind.  I  will  think 
of  it,  and  see  the  other  gentlemen  who  were  at  the  other  interviews,  in 
order  to  fix  it  in  my  mind.-' 

Q.  You  asked  for  a  copy  of  the  list  of  sales  at  that  interview  ?— A. 
Yes;  but  the  point  agreed  upon  was  that  I  should  not  have  a  copy,  but 
that  the  Secretary  of  War  would  allow  me  to  look  into  the  list  of  sales 
in  the  room,  I  believe,  of  his  chief  clerk.  I  think  that  was  the  under- 
standing. 

Q.  Did  you  call  to  make  inquiries  at  that  time  at  the  Ordnance  Office  f 
— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  obtain  the  information  desired  ? — A.  None  whatever.  1 
obtained  it  when  a  gentleman  gave  me  a  cop3'  of  the  list  of  sales,  as  it 
had  been  sent  to  Congress. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  carrying  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  a  note  from 
the  Secretary  of  War  ? — A.  Yes,  sir — the  first  note;  I  spoke  already  about 
that ;  in  fact,  just  a  few  minutes  ago. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  substance  of  the  note  ? — A.  I  think  it  re- 
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lated  to  my  matter,  but  I  do  not  remember  the  substance  of  the  note. 
I  did  not  read  it. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 
Q.  Was  it  sealed  f — A.  No ;  but  I  never  read  a  letter  of  introduction. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  Did  you  leave  it  at  the  Ordnance  Deportment  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  authority  from  the  Secretary  of  War  to  examine  the 
sheets  of  this  report  as  they  were  made  out  at  the  Ordnance  Biureau ! — 
A.  Not,  so  far  as  I  remember. 

Q.  Did  you  so  examine  them  ? — A.  No.  I  saw  them.  They  were  pre- 
sented to  me  this  way,  saying,  "  Can  you  understand  them  f  It  is  very 
easy  to  uuderstand  them  as  they  are  i^ut."  I  looked  into  them  with  the 
French  consul  at  New  York,  and  I  remember  that  I  said  to  him,  "You 
and  I,  working  together  very  quickly — in  two  hours  you  will  dictate  to 
me,  and  I  think  that  I  can  copy  over  agaiu  what  we  want ;  "  but  I  did 
not  examine  any  paper  there. 

Q.  Did  you  indicate  to  the  officer  in  charge  the  points  of  information 
you  desired? — A.  O,  no,  I  never  indicated  the  points  of  information  I 
desired.  I  indicated  only  that  it  referred  to  the  sales  made  to  France 
through  several  agents  during  the  period  of  the  French  war;  but  the 
information  I  desired  I  did  not  disclose. 

Q.  Did  you  call  on  the  Secretary  of  War  in  relation  to  that  subject 
at  any  subsequent  period  f — A.  I  should  say  that  two  of  the  interviews 
arose  precisely  out  of  this  order  of  ideas ;  so  when  I  called  again  on  the 
20th  of  January,  it  was  precisely  to  know  whether  the  list  of  sales  was 
ready,  and  it  was  he  who  opened  the  question  relating  to  the  letter  of 
Eemington  and  to  his  answer.  It  was  not  I.  It  was  not  my  business 
to  ask  him. 

Q.  I  will  come  to  that  presently.  I  wish  to  get  at  the  facts  in  relation 
to  this  list  of  sales  first,  if  I  can.  When  did  you  first  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  list  of  sales? — A.  I  obtained  it  after  it  was  printed  by  Congress. 

Q.  State,  if  you  know,  whether  copies  of  all  official  papers  printed  by 
authority  of  either  branch  of  Congress  are  sent  to  the  legation? — A. 
Yes ;  but  it  is  always  late.  You  have  those  papers  in  your  hands,  and 
people  may  obtain  them  here  about  a  fortnight  before  they  are  sent  to 
the  legation. 

Q.  When  you  learned  that  they  were  to  be  printed,  you  knew  and 
supposed  that  copies  would  be  sent  to  the  legation  ? — A.  O,  yes ;  in  the 
course  of  time. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  you  obtained  your  first  copy  ? — ^A.  I  w  ill 
give  you  the  name  of  the  gentleman  who  gave  it  to  me.  It  is  General 
Boynton,  the  correspondent  of  the  Cincinnati  Gazette,  who  obtained  it 
for  me,  and  gave  a  copy  to  me.  So  you  see  how  I  got  it.  I  cannot  say 
exactly  when ;  it  was  some  days  after  it  was  printed. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  requesting  that  this  communication  should  be 
confidential  when  made? — A.  I  did  not  request  such  a  thing  at  all.  I 
showed  the  power  of  M.  de  Bellonnet  containing  the  word  "  confidential,'^ 
and  that  word  was  put  in  in  order  to  make  things  more  easy,  perhaps, 
•with  M.  Bellonnet.  The  Secretary  of  War,  on  hearing  that  word,  said, 
"There  is  nothing  at  all  which  might  be  considered  as  confidential.''  I 
told  him  we  might  strike  out  the  word  confidential;  it  was  written 
there  in  order  to  make  matters  more  easy ;  that  was  all ;  I  did  not  re- 
quest any  such  thing  myself. 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  the  Secretary  of  War  declined  to  treat  that  branch 
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of  the  subject  as  confidential  ? — A.  And  any  branch  of  the  subject  as 
confidential ;  I  so  say. 

Q.  When  did  your  second  interview  with  the  Secretary  of  War 
occur? — A.  I  told  you,  Mr.  Senator,  that  I  am  not  sure  whether  I  saw 
hiin  in  the  course  of  January  or  not,  but  I  am  sure  I  saw  him  on  the 
20th  of  January.  I  was  that  day  accompanied  by  the  late  French  con- 
sul general  at  New  York,  who  had  just  left  his  office. 

Q.  That,  you  think,  was  the  20th  of  January  f — A.  I  think  so;  per- 
haps the  19th,  but  I  am  quite  positive  it  was  about  the  20th. 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  Was  that  the  first  or  second  interview  t — A.  The  second  or  third ; 
but  at  all  events  the  second. 

By  Mr.  Haelan  : 

Q.  One  object  of  that  call,  you  have  said,  was  to  ascertain  whether 
the  list  of  the  sales  of  arms  had  been  couipletedf — A.  My  object  in 
calling  there  was,  first,  to  ascertain  whether  the  list  of  arms  was  ready ; 
second,  as  I  told  the  French  consul  at  New  York,  "  I  do  not  want  to  in- 
troduce you  directly  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  without  introducing 
you  to  the  Secretary  of  War.''    I  took  him  there;  that  was  all. 

Q.  What  other  object  had  you  in  view  ? — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  Was  the  subject  of  the  Remington  letter  spoken  of  thenf — ^A. 
No,  sir  5  because  I  could  not  have  it  in  view. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  The  Senator  asks  whether  it  was  spoken  of  at  all. — A.  The  Secre- 
tar3'  of  War  opened  the  conversation  and  said,  "  Shall  I  read  your 
letter  !  "  1  said, "  Which  letter  f  "  The  letter  you  know."  I  told  him, 
*'It  is  Bellouuet's,  to  M.  Bellonuet,  not  to  me."  He  then  read  the 
indorsement. 

Q.  It  was  at  this  second  interview  that  the  indorsement,  as  you  style 
it,  was  read  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  that  indorsement  ?  An  indorsement  implies  that  there 
was  some  other  document  on  which  the  writing  was  found  f — A.  I  found 
it  submitted  to  your  committee  by  the  Secretary  of  War.  It  was  a 
bundle  of  pai)ers,  folded  in  this  way,  [illustrating,]  and  a  piece  of  elastic 
around  them ;  tlie  Secretary  of  War  opened  it,  and  the  indorsement 
was  written  on  the  back. 

Q.  Was  this  indorsement  a  communication  from  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  any  party  f — A.  No.  It  was  a  communication  from  the  Ordnance 
Bureau,  so  far  as  I  can  remember,  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Q.  It  was  a  letter  f — A.  Not  a  letter  5  an  indorsement,  a  statement. 

Q.  Let  me  propound  my  question.  It  was  an  indorsement  on  some 
other  paper! — A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  Making  a  communication  from  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  on  the  subject  of  the  Eemington  letter,  and  not  a 
letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War  to  anybody  f — A.  Not  for  that  first 
interview. 

Q.  I  want  to  get  at  the  character  of  this  document.  What  was  the. 
indorsement  that  you  have  been  speaking  off  What  wa^s  the  substance 
of  it  ? — A.  In  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Belknap  I  can  show  it  to  you.  It 
is  there  in  full. 

Q.  Look  at  the  papers  he  gives  in  his  testimony,  and  state  which  one 
you  refer  to  as  the  indorsement  that  was  read  to  you. — A.  This  is  it : 
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•  "  Ordnance  Office,  January  16, 1872. 

"Eespectfiilly  returned  to  the  Secretary  of  War.  The  only  allega- 
tions which  appeared  to  require  replies  are  the  following,  viz : 

"  1st.  That  in  Mr.  Eemingtou's  letter  referred  to,  (December  13,  1870, 
which  is  marked  A,)  to  which  I  have  the  honor  to  reply,  that  on  the 
13th  of  December,  1870,  cartridges  necessary  to  supply  about  two  hun- 
dred rounds  per  gun  to  the  model,  1866,  breech-loaders,  sold  Thomas 
Richardson,  were  ordered  to  be  manufactured  at  the  Frankford  arsenal, 
and  this  number  of  cartridges  was  necessary  to  eflfect  the  sale  of  the 
arms.  The  Messrs.  Remington  &  Sons  did  not  buy  any  arms  or  ammu- 
nition from  this  Bureau  after  about  the  middle  of  October,  1870,  nor 
would  any  bid  from  them  for  such  articles  have  been  entertained  by  the 
United  States  subsequent  to  that  date. 

"  2d.  That  in  the  paper  purporting  to  be  a  copy  of  a  telegram  from 
Squire  to  Remington,  (which  is  marked  B,)  to  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  reply  that  this  Bureau  has  no  knowledge  of  any  influence  exerted  iu 
favor  of  or  for  the  success  of  any  transaction  between  the  United  States 
and  Mr.  Squire,  for  himself,  or  Messrs.  Remington  &  Sons. 

"  S.  V.  BENET, 
"  Major  of  Ordnance^  in  charged 

Q.  That  is  the  indorsement  you  referred  to  as  having  been  read  to 
you  by  the  Secretary  of  War  f — A.  Yes,  sir,  on  the  20th  of  January. 

Q.  In  your  testimony  yesterday  you  spoke  of  having  read  some  com- 
munication several  times  yourself.  What  paper  was  that  I — :A.  I  come 
to  the  following  interview,  which  took  place  on  the  21st.  On  that  day  I 
called  again  and  said  to  the  Secretary  that  I  was  ver3-  sorry  not  to  see 
that  the  indorsement  was  written  the  other  way,  and  that,  in  fact,  it  wa^ 
a  coniirmation  of  what  Mr.  Remington  had  said.  In  the  first  place  he 
read  to  me  aloud,  before  witnesses,  the  letter,  which  is  on  the  same  page 
of  your  ])rinted  testimony  from  which  I  read  the  indorsement — the  letter 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  Washington  City,  January  19, 
1S72.  After  he  had  read  it  to  me,  I  asked  him  to  be  so  kind  as  to  let  me 
see  it  myself  before  I  put  some  questions  to  him  j  but  he  had  read  ic 
himself,  and  read  it  aloud. 

Q.  You  read  the  indorsement  on  the  20th  of  January  ? — A.  I  did  not 
read  the  indorsement.  He  read  it  to  me  and  to  that  French  gentleman 
before  several  witnesses. 

Q.  He  read  the  indorsement  made  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  On  the  20tb  of  January,  1872  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  having  had  any  interview  with  the  Chief  of 
Ordnance,  about  that  time,  on  that  subject  I — A.  I  think  he  was  sick 
all  that  time. 

Q.  Well,  with  the  oflScer  in  charge.  Colonel  Ben6t  Ir-A.  Yes ;  that 
day,  I  believe. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  conversing  with  him  on  the  subject  of  that  in- 
dorsement ! — A.  Not  that  day.  My  recollection  is  very  vague  about 
tbat.    I  should  be  afraid  to  name  the  day,  lest  I  should  be  mistaken. 

Q.  You  think  on  the  following  day  f — A.  Yes ;  I  called  a  second  tinie. 
Those  two  calls  were  made  with  the  French  consul,  and  the  French 
consul  accompanying  me,  1  do  not  think  I  spoke  much  about  that  matter 
on  that  day.  1  do  not  see  how  I  could  have  spoken  to  Colonel  Benet 
much  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  conversing  with  t\\^  oflScer  in  charge  of  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  concerning  the  nature  of  the  answer  you  desired  f — 
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A.  Yes,  sir ;  one  day  I  called,  and  lie  said  to  me, "  I  do  not  see  what  I 
am  going  to  answer."  Then  he  showed  me.  that  he  was  making  a  lint 
of  sales  concerning  those  questions, and  then  I  told  him,"  No;  the  iwint 
agreed  upon  with  the  Secretary  is  not  at  all  this;"  and  I  looked 
through  the  papers,  and  I  saw  that  somebody  else  had  already 
marked  with  i)encil,  blue  or  red,  I  do  not  remember  which,  the  veiy 
points  which  should  be  answered.  So  about  that  matter  I  think  yoa 
Ixad  better  not  insist  too  much. 

Q.  We  will  submit  that  to  the  committee. — A.  Yes,  but  I  submit  to 
the  committee  that  at  the  very  moment  he  was  speaking  to  me,  savin*; 
he  did  not  know  what  to  answer,  the  very  points  related  to  in  the 
answer  were  marked  in  pencil. 

Q.  When  did  that  conversation  between  you  and  Ben6t  occur! — A. 
In  the  course  of  January ;  I  cannot  say  exactly  when. 

Q.  Was  it  before  or  after  January  20th  ! — A.  Before,  certainly. 

Q.  Before  January  20 th  I — A.  Before. 

Q.  You  conversed  with  Colonel  Ben6t  in  relation  to  the  points  of 
information? — A.  Colonel  Ben6t  himself  called  my  attention  to  it,  and 
said,  "  I  do  not  know  how  we  can  answer  this  without  making  up  a 
complete  list  of  all  sales;"  and  I  told  him,  '*  Colonel,  I  think  I  can  \m\\t 
out  what  is  agreed  upon  between  the  Secretary  of  War  and  myself  and 
the  French  legation."  And  then  I  took  the  papers,  and  to  my  entire 
astonishment  I  saw  that  the  places  were  marked. 

Q.  Did  you  mention  to  him  either  orally  or  in  writing  or  in  the  form 
of  a  memorandum  the  particular  points  of  inquiry  f — A.  It  may  be  that 
I  did,  because  they  were  the  points  agreed  upon  between  the  Secretary 
of  War  and  myself. 

Q.  You  are  quite  sure  that  you  communicated  those  points  to  the 
officer  in  charge? — A.  I  am  not  quite  sure,  but  it  may  be.  I  saw  that 
he  was  perfectly  well  a<$quainted  with  them  before.  1  do  uot  want  to 
testify  about  impressions  that  I  had. 

Q.  I  only  wish  you  to  testify  as  far  as  you  remember.  Do  yoa 
remember  now  what  those  points  were  of  inquiry  ? — A.  The  points 
related  in  the  indorsement. 

Q.  Will  you  mention  them  to  the  committee  f — A.  No.  1,  about  the 
fabrication  of  cartridges ;  No.  2,  about  the  fact  that  Bichardson  came 
here,  and  I  told  him,  perhaps,  or  the  Secretary  of  War,  "  You  know  very 
well  that  Richardson  has  never  been  here;"  and  No.  3,  about  the  ''in- 
fluences." Colonel  Ben6t  was  just  as  well  acquainted  with  those  facts 
as  1  was  myself. 

Q.  You  desired  information  on  three  points? — A.  The  three  points 
agreed  upon  between  the  Secretary  and  myself  at  my  first  interview. 

Q.  The  first  was  the  sale  of  cartridges.  What  were  the  others !— A. 
The  two  others  were  the  sales  to  Kichardson  instead  of  Remington,  and 
about  the  influences. 

Q.  Those  were  the  points  of  inquiry  about  which  you  wished  definite 
information  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  communicated  these  facts  to  the  officer  in  charge  of  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  ? — A.  It  may  be  that  I  communicated  somethiui; 
which  he  knew  just  as  well  as  I,  and  still  better.  I  answer  this  because 
I  saw  that  mark  on  his  papers. 

Q.  Then  subsequent  to  this  interview  between  you  and  the  Chief 
of  Ordnance  you  called  on  the  Secretary  of  War  for  the  formal  answer?— 
A.  No;  excuse  me,  Mr.  Senator;  questions  must  not  be  put  in  my 
mouth  that  I  called  for  an  answer,  because  I  did  not  call  for  an  answer. 
I  have  testified  already  three  or  four  times  that  it  was  not  so  at  all.   I 
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called  for  the  permission  of  commuuicatiDg  the  list  of  sales^  or  rather 
of  exaniiuing  the  list  of  sales  with  the  French  consul  at  New  York. 
That  was  all. 

Q.  That  interview  was  on  the  20th  of  January,  I  think  yon  saidt — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  at  that  time  you  read  the  indorsement,  as  you  still  think  t — 
A.  No,  excuse  me ;  I  did  not  read  it.  I  have  t^istified  already  a  dozen 
times  that  I  did  not  read  it.  He  read  to  me  the  indorsement.  Please 
do  not  put  questions  in  the  mouth  of  the  witness.    Excuse  me. 

Mr.  Harlan.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

The  Witness.  I  know. 

Mr.  Harlan.  1  am  cross-examining  you,  and  have  greater  liberty  in 
that  respect. 

The  Witness.  Very  well ;  but  not  permission  to  martyr  a  witness. 

Mr.  Harlan.  If  I  ask  an  improper  question  the  chairman  will  check 
me. 

The  Witness.  But  I  will,  perhaps,  decline  to  answer. 

Mr.  Harlan.  You  have  a  perfect  right  to  decline  till  the  committee 
shall  decide  any  such  question. 

The  Witness.  I  ^m  here  by  request ;  I  have  not  been  summoned.  I 
came  here  to  act  courteously,  and  to  discuss  questions  in  a  friendly  way. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  the  proper  way  to  put  the  question  would  be 
to  ask  whether  the  indorsement  was  read  by  the  witness  or  by  any 
other  person. 

Mr.  Harlan.  Very  well ;  I  will  put  it  in  that  form.  Was  the  in- 
dorsement made  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  addressed  to  the  Secretary 
of  War,  read  by  you,  or  any  other  person  to  you,  at  that  interview  ? — A. 
It  was  not  by  me  or  by  any  other  person.  It  was  read  to  us  by  the 
Secretary  of  War. 

The  Chairman.    Then  it  was  read  by  another  person,  was  it  not  ? 

The  Witness.  By  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Q-  (by  Mr.  Harlan.)  Is  that  the  communication  you  have  read  be- 
fore from  the  printed  testimony  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  at  that  time  stat43  to  the  Secretary  of  War  that  it  was  un- 
satisfactory f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  say  anything  that  day. 

Q.  On  what  day  did  you  call  again  on  the  Secretary  of  Wart — A. 
The  following  morning. 

Q.  Do  you  I'emember  the  day  of  the  week  t — A.  No.  I  coujd  find  it 
out  by  the  calendar,  but  I  have  not  taken  that  trouble. 

Q.  Do  you  think  it  was  on  Sunday  I — A.  No ;  surely  not  on  Sunday. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  day  of  the  w^ek  the  20th  of  January  was  ! — 
A.  No ;  I  do  not  know.  I  cannot  tell  you.  It  may  be  that  I  am  mis- 
taken about  one  day,  but  I  know  that  it  was  at  that  time  of  the  month, 
say  the  19th  or  20th.  It  is  perfectly  immaterial  whether  I  am  mistaken 
about  one  day  or  not.  If  we  say  the  19th  instead  of  the  20th,  the  20th 
instead  of  the  21st,  the  case  would  not  be  altered  in  the  least.  So  it  is 
perfectly  immaterial. 

Mr.  Harlan.  I  am  not  inclined  to  discuss  the  importance  of  the  tes- 
timony at  all,  but  I  wish  to  get  at  the  facts. 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  Will  you  permit  me  a  question  with  regard  to  fixing 
the  day  of  the  week—^whether  it  was  Sunday  or  not  I 

Mr.  Harlan.  Very  well. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Was  this  in  the  oflSce  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  in  the  regular  course 
of  business? — ^A.  It  was  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  War.    There 
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were  several  persons  who  were  present.  His  private  secretary  was 
working  at  his  desk ;  the  Secretary  of  War  was  at  his.  Tha^t  settles, 
I  suppose,  that  point. 

Mr.  Harlan.  I  do  not  know  that  I  need  state  why  I  proi>ouud  some 
of  these  questions.  I  wish  to  test  the  accuracy  of  the  witness's  memory. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  that  perfectly. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  your  second  call  was  on  the  Sabbath 
day  or  not? — A.  I  am  sure  that  it  was  not  on  the  Sabbath  day. 

Q.  At  your  interview  I  understand  you  to  have  stated  that  you  saw 
the  letter  addressed  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State  t 
— A.  Yes,  sir ;  written  on  two  pieces  of  paper  pasted  together. 

Q.  Did  the  Secretary  of  War  read  the  letter  to  you  at  that  time?— A. 
He  read  it  to  me. 

Q.  Did  you  read  it  yourself  at  that  time  f — A.  I  read  it  after. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  testify  yesterday  that  the  letter  addressed  by 
the  Secretary  of  W^ar  to  the  Secretary  of  State  came  into  your  jwsses- 
sion  afterward  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  that  letter  f — A.  1  guess  so ;  but  it  is  on  file  with  my 
other  papers.  1  have  400  or  500  files  of  papers  belonging  to  the  lega- 
tion.   It  must  be  there  among  the  others. 

Q.  You  have  not  got  it  with  you  here  to-day  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Hav^e  you  looked  at  that  letter  recently  ? — A.  Not  since. 

Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  it  was  on  two  sheets  of  paper  ? — A.  Yon 
understand  very  well  that  a  letter  written  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  filed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  be  sent  to 
the  French  legation,  is  not  at  all  that  piece  of  paper  which  was  origin- 
ally in  the  War  Office.    It  is  a  copy  of  that  letter. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  You  say  that  the  letter  which  the  Secretary  of  War  read  to  you 
was  a  paper  of  two  pages  on  a  paper  of  two  leaves? — A.  Two  leaves 
pasted  together. 

Q.  Had  it  already  its  official  signature  on  it,  or  hjid  it  the  api>earanpe 
of  being  a  draught? — A.  It  was  with  its  official  signature  at  that  time; 
but  it  was  not  that  one  which  I  received  directly  and  which  was  seat 
to  the  legjition.  It  could  not  be  that  one.  That  one  either  remaiued 
on  file  in  the  War  Office,  or  was  sent  to  the  State  Department — not  to 
the  legation. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  now  to  say  that  the  letter  which  was  read  to  you 
by  the  Secretary  of  War,  on  or  about  the  21st  of  January  last,  and  which 
was  also  read  by  you,  did  not  come  into  your  possession  ? — A.  I  do  not 
say  anything  now  conflicting  with  what  I  said  before.  I  have  siiid  exactly 
the  same  thing  from  the  beginning :  namely,  that  I  read  the  original 
letter ;  that  a  copy  of  it  wa«  sent  to  the  State  Department,  and  that 
copy,  or  another  one,  was  forwarded  to  the  legation. 

Q.  But  the  letter  that  you  received,  which  you  think  is  in  your  i>os- 
session,  now  on  file,  is  not  the  same  paper  you  saw  in  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary  ? — A.  Of  course  not ;  let  me  tell  you,  Mr.  Harlan,  we  can  go 
through  these  details  at  once  by  an  answer.  You  know  very  well  they 
have  a  sort  of  blue  paper  which  they  call,  I  believe,  '*  expedition  "  pai>er. 
It  is  ruled  paper,  and  it  is  on  that  paper  that  they  make  their  "  expedi- 
tions. ^  I  have  in  my  office  perhaps  150  letters  of  that  sort  written  by 
the  War  Office. 
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By  Mr.  ScnuRZ  : 

Q.  And  the  letter  you  have  in  your  )>ossession  is  on  that  blue  ^'  expedi- 
tion" paper! — A.  Of  course  I  would  recognize  the  paper  of  the  State 
Department,  and  the  paper  of  the  War  Department  at  once  in  looking 
at  the  shape  and  color. 

Q.  And  the  paper  you  saw  at  the  War  Department,  and  read  there, 
was  not "  expedition  "  paper  f — A.  No,  it  was  a  sort  of  blue-yellow  paper, 
on  which  they  write  and  keep  their  originals,  I  believe. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  You  think  the  contents  of  the  two  papers  were  about  the  same,  the 
one  that  was  read  to  you  in  (he  War  Department  and  the  one  that  you 
received  ultimately  from  the  legation  ? — A.  The  contents  were  exactly 
the  same,  word  for  word. 

Q.  You  have  had  no  means,  probably,  of  comparing  the  two  papers  f — 
A.  I  have  a  means  which  is  as  good  as  any  other;  my  recollection  of  it 
was  just  as  plain  as  possible. 

Q.  You  rely  then  on  your  recollection  I — A.  O,  yes,  perfectly  well ;  and 
I  could,  beciiuse  I  repeated  that  letter  to  the  cliarge  (TaffaireSj  word  for 
word,  before  he  had  it. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  testify  yesterday  that  you  deemed  yourself 
authorized  to  make  any  use  of  that  letter  which  you  saw  proper,  without 
regard  to  its  supposed  confidential  character  ? — A.  There  was  no  couti- 
dential  character  to  it.  I  am  sorry,  because  it  was  not  the  proper  place, 
but  yesterday  I  took  the  trouble,  with  the  permission  of  the  chairman,  to 
argue  that  point.  1  know  very  well  that  I  owe  him  a  great  deal  for  his 
kindness  and  courtesy  in  allowing  me  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  sensible  that  your  evidence  (as  it  should 
have  been)  was  argument,  were  youf 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Harlan.)  I  want  to  bring  out  the  facts  on  that  point  con- 
nectedly, if  I  can,  so  that  we  can  remember  them.  You  came  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  first  with  a  letter  from  the  French  legation  marked 
** Confidential!" — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  Secretary  of  War  told  me  at  once, 
"Nothing  confidential  about  this  communication."  I  told  him  that  I 
was  bound  to  abide  by  the  directions  given  me  about  confidential  com- 
manications  with  him  j  but  I  added,  "If  you  relieve  nie,  so  much  the 
better." 

Q.  And  at  that  time  you  inquired  for  a  list  of  the  sales  of  arms  f — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  conversed  about  the  Remington  letter! — A.  And  conversed 
about  it,  at  the  request  of  the  Secretary. 

Q.  At  that  time  was  it  fully  known  to  the  Secretary  of  War  what 
official  relation  you  sustained  to  the  French  legation  ! — A.  Of  course  I 
did  not  enter  the  explanations  I  gave  you  yesterday ;  but  I  suppose 
that  when  a  man  comes  with  the  power  of  the  French  or  any  other 
legation,  sealed  by  that  legation,  the  party  receiving  him  has  some  sus- 
picion that  that  man  sustains  a  sort  of  relation  with  the  legation  or 
government  accrediting  him. 

Q.  And  in  the  process  of  this  inquiry  you  were  authorized  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  go  t » the  Chief  of  Ordnance  ! — A.  I  was  author- 
ized to  go  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  and  I  went  there  merely  to  see 
whether  the  lists  were  being  made  up  soon,  because  the  understanding 
between  the  Secretary  of  War  and  myself  was  that  1  should  see  the 
papers,  not  at  the  Ordnance  Office,  but  in  the  room  of  his  chief  clerk ; 
nowhere  else. 

Q.  And  in  addition  to  that,  to  indicate  to  the  chief  ordnance  officer 
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the  points  of  inquiry  growing  oat  of  the  Remington  letter  ! — A.  No,  sir; 
this  is  an  entirely  different  matter.  He  did  not  authorize  me  to  do  so. 
It  was  only  because  Colonel  Ben^t  seemed  drowned  in  that  concern  that 
I  tried  to  take  him  out  of  the  wnter,  and  when  I  had  taken  him  oat  of 
the  water,  I  saw  that  he  was  not  drowned  at  all. 

Q.  I  want  to  know  whether  you  considered  yourself  authorized  by 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  have  an  interview  with  one  of  his  subordinates! 
— A.  Of  course ;  not  on  that  point,  but  on  general  topics.  It  was  Col- 
onel Ben6t  who  opened  himself  the  question  relating  to  this  letter,  and 
I  answered  him.    That  was  all. 

Q.  I  want  to  understand  whether  you  considered  yourself  nnanthor- 
ized  to  apply  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  for  information  by  the  Secretary 
of  War,  or  whether  you  considered  yourself  authorized  to  do  it!— A. 
I  would  wish  when  you  say  "authorized''  you  would  indicate  in  what 
respect,  because  I  want  to  answer  just  to  the  point. 

Q.  To  communicate  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  the  points  on  which 
you  desired  information? — A.  No,  no;  the  only  understanding  was 
this:  the  Secretary  of  War  authorized  me  to  go  to  the  Chief  of  Ord- 
nance. "Now  examine  or  see,  with  the  bearer  of  this  letter,  how  you 
can  make  up  the  list  of  sales,  and  whether  they  will  be  ready  sooner  or 
later."    That  was  the  whole  of  it. 

Q.  And  in  that,  or  some  subsequent  interview,  I  understand  yon  to 
have  testified  that  you  looked  at  the  memorandum  being,  as  you  sup- 
posed, the  substance  of  the  reply  to  be  made  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  f 
— A.  Xo,  sir;  excuse  me;  that  was  not  at  all  a  memorandum.  It  was 
a  mere  verbal  explanation  I  gave  to  Colonel  Ben6t,  for  the  reason  I  have 
just  given  you. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  testify  that  you  saw  some  memoranda  in  writ- 
ing, either  in  blue  or  in  red  pencil  marks  f 

A.  Something  marked  with  a  pencil,  blue,  red,  or  black,  I  do  not  re- 
member ;  but  the  points  of  the  letter  were  marked  already. 

The  Chaib>lan.  I  think  you  do  not  understand  the  question,  or  I  do 
not. 

The  Witness.  It  is  the  Senator,  I  think,  who  did  not  understand  the 
answer  I  made.  Here  was  the  letter  of  Remington  to  Le  Cesne,  sent  by 
the  legation  to  the  Ordnance  Office.  (IJolonel  Bendt  had  already  writ- 
ten up  something  which  I  did  not  hear  or  read.  He  said,  "  Well,  lean- 
not  answer  this  letter  within  two  or  three  months."  J  said  to  myself, 
"  I  ^ee  very  well."  Then  I  said  to  him,  "  Can  I  not  simplify  your  work  a 
great  deal  !  The  chargi  d'affaires  and  the  Secretary  of  War,  between 
whom  I  have  acted  as  a  sort  of  go-between  (if  you  like)  to  fix  this  mat- 
ter, do  not  want  so  many  things  put  in :  let  us  put  in  only  these  points;'' 
ana  then  I  told  him,  ^<  Give  me  this;  I  will  find  out  at  once  what  must 
be  put  in  f  and  I  saw  that  the  points  were  marked.    That  is  all. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  I  will  repeat  my  question.  Did  you  consider  yourself  authorized 
to  go  to  the  chief  of  «the  Ordnance  Bureau  to  make  these  inquiries  or 
these  suggestions  f — A.  There  was  no  reason  to  be  authorized  or  unan- 
thoiized.  Suppose  Colone)  Beu6t  should  ask  you  a  question  of  that 
sort,  knowing  that  you  knew,  would  you  answer  him  one  way  or  another ! 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Benet  send  for  you  f — A.  No ;  that  refers  to  another 
matter.  The  Secretary  of  War,  so  far  a^  I  remember,  had  put  on  file, 
by  mistake,  I  suppose,  the  letter  of  Kemington  to  Le  Cesne.  Of  course 
I  had  no  other  copies  to  give  to  M.  de  Bellonnet.  I  think  that  I  said  to 
Colonel  Beu6t,  "Lend  me  that  instead  of  copying  it.    It  is  very  long. 
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I  do  not  like  to  copy  myself.  Give  it  to  me."  I  think  that  a  few  days 
later  I  had  forgotten  to  send  it  back  to  him,  and  he  sent  for  it,  or  he  seiit 
for  me,  or  came  himself,  or  sent  somebody ;  domethin|>;  of  that  sort. 

Q.  Was  this  interview  in  the  Ordnance  Department  between  you  and 
Colonel  Ben^t  of  your  seeking  or  of  his  f — A.  I  sought  only  of  him  the 
one  point,  which  was  to  know  when  this  list  of  sales  would  be  made. 
If  they  tried  to  speak  to  me  about  other  matters,  it  was  their  own  spon- 
taneous movement  and  nothing  else. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Bendt  or  any  other  officer  of  that  Bureau  send  for 
youf — A.  I  think  not,  but  for  this  fact  I  told  you;  they  did  not  send  for 
my  own  self,  but  they  sent  for  that  paper  which  was  taken  out  of  tUeir 
files, 

Q.  Was  the  interview  then  of  your  seeking!  Did  you  call  volun- 
tarily T — A.  1  went  there  several  times  to  know  when  this  list  of  sales 
\ionld  be  reiidy. 

Q.  When  you  had  the  conversation  with  him  in  relation  to  the  letter 
of  Kemington,  did  you  call  voluntarily,  or  were  you  sent  for  by  him  f — 
A.  I  believe  that  that  day  I  called  voluntarily;  I  do  not  think  1  was 
sent  for,  or  at  least  I  do  not  remember  that  I  was. 

Q.  Did  you  consider  yourself  authorized  to  make  this  call  on  a  sub- 
ordinate officer  of  the  War  Department! — A.  I  was  authorized  to  ar- 
range the  details  of  that  communication.  I  was  authorized  to  do  so  by 
the  Secretary  of  War,  and  to  know  when  these  papers  would  be  brought 
to  his  office,  in  order  that  he  might  show  them  to  me  in  the  office  of  his 
chief  clerk, 

Q.  That  is  what  I  have  been  trying  to  get  at  for  a  long  time. — A.  I 
would  have  answered  long  ago,  but  you  said  "  authorized."  "Author- 
ized "  not  to  sj>eak  about  the  question  of  the  letter  of  Bemington  1 
Never.     Authorized  about  the  list  of  the  sales,  as  1  said  already. 

Q.  Do  you  now  state  that  you  did  not  consider  yourself  authorized 
to  hold  the  interview  with  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  in  reference  to  the 
Eeniington  letter  f — A.  I  felt  authorized  to  answer  questions  in  a  friendly 
way ;  that  was  all ;  I  had  no  power  whatever  on  the  part  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  go  and  speak  about  that  letter. 

Q.  Would  you  call  "voluntarily"  without  the  knowledge  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  Wart — A.  I  have  answered  that  question  already  to  you  a 
dozen  times.  I  told  you  that  I  went  there  arranging  for  details  relating 
to  that  communieation  of  the  list  of  sales.  I  suppose  this  point  is  plain 
now.  A  man  comes  to  me  and  asks  me,  and  now  if  it  is  to  make  a  point 
out  of  it,  I  would  think  it  very  strange  indeed. 

Mr.  Uarlan.  I  seek  no  point  except  just  what  the  fact  is. 

The  Witness.  And  I,  too. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  at  which  of  the  two  interviews  with  the  Secre- 
tarj*  of  War  you  first  suggested  a  response  from  the  Secretary  of  War 
in  ndation  to  the  points  made  in  the  Kemington  letter! — A.  1  did  not 
suggest  anything  at  all.    That  is  another  question  put  in*my  mouth. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  who,  if  anybody,  suggested  that  inquiry  should 
be  made  through  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State  f — A.  The  Secre- 
tary of  W^ar  himself,  as  I  told  you  yesterday. 

Q.  How  did  he  happen  to  suggest  that! — A.  He  suggested  it  in  order 
to  settle  the  matter.    It  was  he  who  suggested  it,  not  1. 

Q.  Uudyoumadeapplication  tohimforany  information  of  any  kind?  — 
AT  Information  in  regard  to  what? 

Q.  In  regard  to  the  Kemington  letter? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  explain  to  the  committee  how  the  conversation  began  in 
which  you  say  the  Secretary  of  War  advised  you  to  apply  through  the 

25  s  A 
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Secretary  of  State? — A.  I  shall  have  to  read  what  I  said  yesterday. 
I  will  put  it  in  evidence  again.    It  will  be  more  clear  than  anything  else : 

"Now  I  come  to  my  first  call  on  the  Secretary  of  War,  which  was  on 
the  27th  of  December.  I  asked  M.  Bellonnet  to  give  me  a  si^cial 
power  of  attorney  to  introduce  myself  and  to  define  to  the  Secretary  the 
scope  and  limit  of  my  inquiries.  I  see  that  the  Secretary  of  War  has 
put  in  evidence  that  power  of  attorney.  The  translation,  so  far  as  I  can 
see,  is  perfectly  accurate.  I  do  not  think  that  I  need  to  read  it,  however, 
again.  It  related  only  to  the  examination  of  the  list  of  sales  and  to  some 
points  relating  to  those  sales.  I  do  not  remember  exactly  what  were 
his  instructions.  Anyhow,  that  power  of  attorney  stated  that  I  shouhl 
act  in  a  confidential  way — nothing  public — only  confidential  conmiuuica- 
tion.  I  translated  that  power  to  tlie  Secretary  of  War  from  the  French 
into  English,  holding  the  French  in  my  hands,  and  the  Secretary  said. 
'  Confidential!  No!  no!  I  do  not  a<jcept  this  word  at  all;  you  may  say 
everything  you  want,  provided  it  is  not  in  a  confidential  way.'  I  assented 
at  once,  though  that  might  require  some  explanations  with  M.  Bel- 
lonnet. After  we  had  agreed- about  the  list  of  sales,  the  Secretary  began 
to  speak  to  me  about  the  letter  of  Kemington  to  Le  Cesue  that  Mr.  Pat- 
terson had  brought  to  him,  and  which,  by  the  way,  he  had  put  on  file  in 
his  Department.  lie  said  to  me,  '  Well,  this  letter  is  very  strange.'  If 
1  do  not  repeat  his  words,  1  am  sure  I  repeat  the  drift  of  the  conversa- 
tion, and  I  am  very  sorry  that  he  is  not  here,  because  I  would  like  to 
see  whether  our  recollection  agrees  from  the  beginning  to  the  end ;  but 
nevertheless  I  think  that  I  am  sure  to  be  pretty  accurate.  I  told  him, 
'  Now,  Mr.  Secretary,  the  worst  of  it  is  in  your  certificates  given  to 
Remington.  You  change  the  condition  of  a  trial  which  will  take  place 
very  soon  in  France.'  Then  I  explained  to  him  that  an  appeal  had 
been  taken  from  the  decision  releasing  M.  Place,  and  discharging  him, 
and  that  the  second  trial  was  going  to  take  place  in  a  few  days,  and  1 
knew,  from  my  own  positive  knowledge,  that  those  papers  would  In* 
used  to  help  Remington,  who  had  failed  the  first  time  to  make  goo<l  his 
charges,  and  that  now,  strengthened  as  he  was  by  very  high  officiak  I 
was  afraid  that  Place  would  not  have  fair  play,  and  the  only  thing  I 
wanted  for  him  was  precisely  fair  play. 

"The  Secretary  answered  me,  'Before  I  signed  that  paper  of  Reminj: 
ton,  if  I  had  seen  that  letter  he  wrote  to  Le  Cesne,  he  would  never  have 
got  it;  never;  and  if  I  had  known  it,  instead  of  giving  those  papers,  I 
should  have  spoken  some  words  which  he  would  have  remembered  to 
the  last  hour  of  his  life.'    About  that  I  am  positive." 

Q.  It  was  in  reply  to  this  communication  of  yours  to  him  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Place  f — A.  1  did  not  make  any  communication.  I  made  a 
statement  asking  him  what  sort  of  certificates  he  gave  to  Remington. 

Q.  I  will  change  the  phrase.    It  was  in  reply  to  this  statement  of 
yours  that  he  suggested  the  application  should  be  made? — A.  Xo;  ex 
cuse  me.     He*  said  to  me,  "  The  beginning  of  this  sentence  is  this:  'Sen- 
ator Patterson  brought  a  letter  here,  which  I  read,  and  which  I*am  ver> 
sorry  for.'"    It  was  he  that  began,  not  I. 

Q.  I  do  not  see  yet  the  beginning  of  the  conversation  to  lead  him  to 
an  inquiry  through  the  State  Department. — A.  You  do  not  see  the  l)e- 
ginning  of  the  conversation  1  It  is  very  plain.  The  Secretary  of  War 
says  to  me,  "  I  read  that  letter  of  Remington."  I  said,  ''  Yes,  that  hot- 
ter of  Remington  which  Senator  Patterson  communicated  to  you."  Then 
the  conversation  started,  and  the  couclusiou  was  the  one  reached ;  that 
is  all. 
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Q.  Did  you  desire  some  counter-statement;  from  the  Secretary  of 
War! — A.  Of  course,  for  his  own  sake. 

Q.  And  on  that  suggestion  of  yours  he  suggested  that  the  applica- 
tion would  hav'e  to  go  through  the  Secretary  of  State! — A.  No,  sir;  it 
was  not  my  suggestion,  once  more.  I  tell  you  that  I  did  desire  it  when 
he  suggested  it,  and  that  I  took  the  trouble  to  arrange  that  matter 
for  him  for  his  own  sake.  And  I  may  say  here  further,  in  answer  to 
tbis  question,  that  it  was  because  he  spoke  to  me  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  that  finally  I  yielded  and  went  to  the  chargS  d'affaires  and  said,  as 
the  Secretary  of  State  had  spoken  to  him  about  me,  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  had  done  the  same,  he  did  it  so  gently  that  I  said  finally, 
"  I  will  do  it  to  oblige  him ;  after  all,  he  is  a  very  good  man ;  I  will  oblige 
him ; "  that  is  all. 

Q.  In  that  connection  I  inquire  if  it  was  to  oblige  the  Secretary  of 
War  merely,  and  not  because  you  desired  the  information ! — A.  I  did 
not  desire  any  information. 

Q.  How  did  you  happen  to  call  on  him  ? — A.  The  list  of  sales  was 
oue  question ;  the  letter  of  Eemington  to  Le  Cesne  was  another.  Please 
let  us  avoid  mixing  up  these  points.  If  you  speak  of  the  list  of  sales, 
.ves,  I  desired  information.  If  you  speak  of  the  letter  of  Remington  to 
\fi  Cesue,  I  did  not  desire  much  information ;  I  was  satisfied. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  As  I  understood  you  a  moment  since,  you  said  that  you  were  in- 
•hiced  to  make  some  arrangement  by  which  this  information  could  be 
made  through  the  Secretary  of  State  ! — A.  Mere  reasons  of  excellent 
ri'latious  with  the  Government ;  that  was  all. 

Q.  Now  state  who  suggested  that? — A.  I  suggested  that,  notwith- 
standing the  extreme  ill-will  of  M.  de  Bellonnet  to  help  me  out  on  this 
point,  tliat  I  might  overcome  his  resistance ;  that  was  all. 

Q.  By  applying  through  the  Secretary  of  State! — A.  No.  That  I 
would  decide  M.  Bellonnet  to  send  that  communication  to  the  Secretary 
of  War  through  the  Secretary  of  State.  That  was  a  very  hard  jioint  to 
overcome,  and  on  account  of  Mr.  Fish,  and  on  account  of  Mr.  Belknap 
himself,  1  was  perfectly  willing  to  arrange  this  matter,  if  I  could.  It 
vvas  an  act  of  friendship ;  nothing  else. 

Q.  Still,  if  I  undersumd  you,  you  suggested  that  it  could  be  done  in 
that  way  t — A.  Excuse  me;  the  first  suggestion  was  the  saying,  '*If  you 
can  send  it  to  me  through  the  proper  channels;"  thM  was  the  first  said 
on  that  point.  < 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 
Q.  Who  said  that  f— A.  The  Secretary  of  War. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  Send  what  to  him  through  the  regular  channels! — A.  The  letter 
of  Remington  to  Le  Cesne,  in  order  to  enable  him  to  answer  it,  and  to 
say  that  he  had  lied ;  that  was  all. 

Q.  Will  you  inform  the  committee  whether  you  asked  for  information 
at  the  War  Department  in  relation  to  the  truth  of  the  statements  of  the 
liemington  letter! — A.  Excuse  me ;  that  is  another  question  put  in  my 
mouth. 

By  the  Chairman: 
Q.  O,  no, it  simply  inquires  whether  you  asked  for  such  information! — 
A.  Excuse  me;  then  it  is  an  important  question.    I  shall  answer.    The 
point  was  this:  In  the  conversation  about  that  letter,  I  did  not  ask  at 


388  SALE   OF   ARMS    BY   ORDNANCE   DEPARTMENT. 

the  bep:inning  for  any  information  whatever.  You  understand  very 
well  I  had  a  thousand  reasons  to  have  made  up  my  mind  about  that 
point. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  You  asked  for  no  information? — A.  No  information ;  and  as  I  told 
the  Secretary  of  War,  "Eichardson  has  never  been  in  this  city,'' and 
you  see  now  I  think  that  is  plain. 

Mr.  Harlan.  I  want  to  get  the  answer  distinctly  down. 

The  Chairman.  He  has  stated  that  he  called  for  no  information. 

The  Witness.  No  information  on  that  point.  The  Secretary  of  War 
opened  the  subject.  I  was  very  glad  to  find  him  rea<ly  to  speak  of  it, 
because  I  wanted  to  help  him  out ;  that  was  all.  If  he  was  here,  in 
five  minutes  he  and  I  could  agree  about  these  recollections. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Harlan.)  Do  you  remember  whether,  at  either  of  these 
interviews  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  subject  of  a  Senate  resolu- 
tion of  inquiry  was  spoken  of  at  all  f — A.  The  Secretary  of  W^ar  told 
me  that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  was  after  the  matter,  and  that  he 
would  introduce  a  resolution. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  was  so  1 — A.  I  had  no  reasou 
to  know  that  it  was  so,  but  I  saw  the  Secretary  was  exceedingly  anxioas 
about  that  point,  and  called  him  a  Dutchman. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  more  of  the  conversation  at  that  time?— A. 
If  you  remind  me  of  anything  else,  most  likely  I  will  remember  it  I  have 
nothing  to  conceal  about  it. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  the  question  of  who  was  to  introduce 
such  a  resolution  was  spoken  off — A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  making  any  suggestion  yourself  that  such  a 
resolution  ought  to  be  introduced  by  an  administration  Senator!— A. 
No,  sir;  I  do  not  remember  making  any  suggestion  to  that  effect  1 
told  him  perhaps  that,  evidently,  sooner  or  later  the  matter  would  be 
broached  and  discussed  in  Congress,  and  that  if  anything  of  that  sort 
was  done  it  would  be  a  great  deal  better  that  it  should  be  done  by  the 
initiative  of  the  administration.  It  may  be  that  I  said  so,  but  anyhow' 
it  had  no  importance  whatever. 

Q.  As  to  the  importance  of  it,  we  will  not  discuss  the  matter  now.— 
A.  In  my  own  mind  at  that  time  I  mean  it  had  no  importance. 

Q.  You  then  made  the  suggestion  to  him  that  it  had  better  be  iotro- 
duced  by  a  friend  of  the  administration  ! — ^A.  1  do  not  think  that  I  sug- 
gested to  him. 

Q.  I  want  you  to  remember  it,  if  you  can,  and  state  it  If  yon  cannot 
remember  it,  of  course  you  cannot  state  it — A.  I  remember  very  dis- 
tinctly that  he  said  himself  that  Mr.  Schurz  would  introduce  a  resolo- 
tion ;  certainly  that  Mr.  Schurz  had  been  about  that  matter  lor  six 
months  or  more;  that  Mr.  Schurz  had  come  to  him  several  times:  that 
he  had  a  memorandum  of  this  conversation  ;  and  now,  if  you  will  read 
the  New  York  Times  of  the  25th  of  January,  you  will  see  "facts  for  thi^ 
smelling  committee  of  which  Mr.  Schurz  is  going  to  get  up."  That  ^^ 
said  on  the  25th  of  January,  in  New  York,  and  at  that  time  Mr.  Scharx 
and  I  certainly  had  never  talked  about  this  matter  at  all.  The  Secr^ 
tary  of  War  seemed  exceedingly  anxious  about  the  interference  of  Mr. 
Schurz,  and  then  I  told  him,  perhaps — I  do  not  remember;  but  I  think 
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I  may  have  said,  "  Tlien  why  do  you  not  court-martial  two  or  three  of 
those  fellows!  "    I  think  that  is  what  I  said  to  him. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  suggestin|i:  in  that  conversation,  or  any  other 
conversiition  about  that  time,  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  that  it  would  be 
l)etter  for  Senator  Patterson  to  introduce  such  a  resolution  f — A.  No, 
sir.  If  he  has  said  so,  he  misunderstood  me.  I  told  him  just  what  took 
place  between  Senator  Patterson  and  myself  in  December.  Most  likely 
I  repeated  it,  because  I  had  nothing,  and  have  nothing,  to  conceal  about 
this  matter. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  conversing  with  Senator  Patterson,  in  Decem- 
ber, at  the  time  you  name,  on  that  particular  point  as  to  who  ought  to 
iDtroduce  the  resolution? — A.  I  have  the  honor  to  tell  you,  Mr.  Sena- 
tor, that  I  selected  Mr.  Patterson,  not  as  a  friend  of  the  administration 
so  much  as  in  two  other  respects.  In  the  first  place,  because  I  had 
spoken  to  him ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  because  I  expected  him,  and 
the  papers  at  that  time  expected  him,  to  be  one  of  the  members  of  the 
Committee  on  Ketrenchment,  to  which  a  matter  of  that  sort  belonged. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  then  that  you  do  remember  a  conversa- 
tion with  Mr.  Patterson  on  that  subject  ? — A.  I  have  stated  that  already 
three,  four,  or  live  times,  I  stated  yesterday  that  the  testimony  of 
Senator  Patterson  was  the  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth.  Then,  to- 
day, in  answer  to  the  chairman,  I  explained  that  point ;  and  in  answer 
to  yourself  I  have  had  already  the  pleasure  of  explaining  it  at  least 
three  times. 

Q.  I  thiuk  you  misapprehend  the  precise  point  of  mj'  inquiry.  I  will 
therefore  present  it  again.  Do  you  remember  having  a  conversation 
with  Mr.  Patterson  as  to  the  propriety  of  such  a  resolution  being  intro- 
duced by  a  friend  of  the  administration  rather  than  an  anti-administra- 
tion Senator  ! — A.  Of  course  I  was,  and  am,  a  friend  of  the  administra- 
tion ;  I  am  a  neutral,  you  understand  very  well.  It  is  useless  to  discuss 
that  point  at  length.  I  do  not  take  any  part  in  politics  here.  The 
only  time  I  took  part  in  politics  was  in  1868,  to  cut  off  the  democratic 
vote  in  Louisiana,  because  the  Frenchmen  down  there  voted  a  little  too 
much,  and  1  asked  M.  Berthemy  to  take  some  step  to  that  effect.  That 
is  the  only  time  1  ever  took  any  part  in  politics  here.  The  President 
has  always  treated  me  in  a  very  friendly  way,  and  I  am  exceedingly 
friendly  to  him,  and  I  am  friendly  to  the  opposition,  too.    It  is  not  my 

business  to  interfere  in  politics  here. 

* 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  Was  there  any  conversation  between  you  and  Mr.  Patterson  as  to 
the  propriety  of  the  administration  themselves  looking  into  this  mat- 
ter?— A.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  suggested  that  nothing  would  be  more  proper 
than  for  the  administration  to  do  so ;  that  I  should  like  to  see  General 
Grant  do  so;  and  if  Mr.  Sumner  were  here  now  I  would  tell  him  that  if 
he  had  si)oken  to  me  about  introducing  his  resolution  while  the  action 
cf  the  War  OflBce  was  still  pending,  1  would  say  that  I  regretted  it  a 
jreat  deal,  on  account  precisely  of  my  relations  to  the  administration, 
which  are  very  friendly,  at  least  on  my  part.  I  do  not  know  what  they 
may  think  of  me  ;  but  that  is  their  matter,  not  min^. 
By  Mr.  Haelan  : 

Q.  You  have  testified  in  relation  to  some  statement  made  by  General 
Ingalls  that  I  did  not  hear  distinctly  at  the  time.  I  inquire  whether 
that  conversation  was  held  by  you  with  General  Ingalls  f — A.  It  may 
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be  that  I  saw  liiin,  but,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  I  do  not  know 
bim  personally;  it  maybe  that  I  know  him,  bat  I  am  not  positive; 
anyhow,  he  has  not  left  a  clear  impression  on  my  mind. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  yon  know  him  by  sig:ht.  Did  you  ever 
speak  to  hiiii  ? — A.  Most  probably  I  have  spoken  to  him,  but  I  have  uo 
clear,  distinct  recollection  about  it.  It  may  be  that  I  did,  and  it  may 
be  that  I  did  not. 

By  Mr.  Harlan  : 

Q.  Your  testimony,  or  the  information  contained  in  your  testimony 
on  that  subject,  was  derived  from  other  parties! — A.  From  official 
parties,  which  I  am  bound  myself  to  believe. 

Q.  Will  you  state  who  those  official  parties  were  f — A.  The  French 
minister  himself,  an  aUa<;hS  by  the  name  of  Count  Pourtales,  and  a  third 
secretary  by  the  name  of  Count  Turenne,  are  my  sources  of  informa- 
tion. Coiuit  Pourtales  married  an  American  girl,  the  daughter  of  Mr. 
Ben.  Holladay,  of  Oregon,  I  think. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Is  he  in  the  country  now  1 — A.  No,  he  is  in  Paris ;  but  he  may 
be  found,  and  he  will  volunteer  any  testimony  on  this  point.  He  lived 
here  at  his  father-in-law's,  on  H  street,  and  General  Ingalls  called 
there  and  spoke  to  him.    Those  are  my  sources  of  information. 

By  Mr.  Am>:s  : 

Q.  You  stated  in  your  evidence  yesterday  that  you  would  not  like  "to 
see  his  conviction,''  speaking  of  M.  Place,  "  prepared  from  the  Ordnance 
Bureau  T — A.  Y^es,  sir. 

Q.  I  did  not  exactlj'  understand  what  you  meant  •  by  that. — A.  I 
alluded  to  the  certificates  given  here  to  Mr.  Eemington.  My  idea  was 
this :  If  the  Secretary  of  War  gave  a  certificate  to  Mr.  RemingtoQt  and 
that  certificate  reached  Mr.  Remington  through  the  proper  chsiunels, 
namely,  trirough  the  Stfite  Department  and  the  American  minister  at 
Paris,  I  would  consider  an  act  of  that  sort  as  a  diplomatic  act,  and  of 
course  I  would  not  take  the  liberty  to  pass  judgment  upon  it ;  but  I  say 
that  no  ofiicial  outside  the  State  Department  has  a  right  to  give  a  certi- 
ficate to  an  American  citizen  going  abroad  on  business  no  more  tban 
the  French  secretary  of  war  may  give  a  certificate  to  a  Frenchman  com 
ing  to  the  United  States  for  a  similar  purpose.  1  say  if  such  certificates 
are  given  in  a  case  like  the  one  I  spoke  of  yesterday,' then  the  conviction 
of  M,  Place  was  prepared,  in  fact,  by  the  gentlemen  who  gave  the  cer- 
tificates. You  understand  very  well  that  is  rather  a  figure  of  language, 
to  put  it  more  plainly  and  more  shortly. 

Q.  The  papers  that  you  speak  of  as  certificates  we  understand  as 
letters  of  recommendation  t — A.  Not  only  recommendations,  but  com- 
plete, full  indorsement.  For  instance.  General  Spinner,  the  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States,  writes  to  Mr.  Washbiirne,  "  Do  all  you  can  to 
help  Eemington." 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  those  papers  appear  as  oflBcial  or  asindividual  papers? — A.  You 
will  observe,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  letter  of  Mr.  Roscoe  Conkling  is  headed 
'*  Senate  Chamber."    Those  things  make  a  great  eifect  in  Euroi)e. 
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By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  How  is  the  signature  ? — A.  The  signature  is  only  the  name  ;  but 
it  is  dated  "  Senate  Chamber,  Washington,  ^November  17." 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  To  whom  were  those  letters  addressed? — A.  Some  to  Mr.  Wash- 
biirne,  some  to  Mr.  Remington,  and  some  **To  whom  it  may  concern." 

Q.  Were  those  from  the  Ordnance  Departnjent  addressed  to  Mr. 
Washburne,  do  you  know  f — A.  One  of  them'  is  from  the  Secretary  of 
War  himself,  as  I  will  show  you.    It  is  very  short : 

'*  War  Department,  Washington,  December  6, 1871. 

**To  Messrs.  B.  Remington  &  Sons, 

"  WasliVigton,  D.  C. : 

** Gentlemen:  Your  letter  of  the  6th  instant  has  been  forwarded  by 
me  to  the  Chief  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  and  I  transmit  herewith  his 
report  for  your  own  information  and  use." 

That  is  the  report  of  General  Dyer. 

"  I  order  that  the  official  seal  of  the  Department  shall  be  placed  to 
this  communication,  and  under  my  seal. 

(Signed)  ''W.  W.  BELKNAP, 

"  Secretary  of  WarJ^ 

Q.  You  spoke  of  these  letters  as  the  power  behind  Remington  which 
enabled  him  to  convict  M.  Place  at  the  second  trial? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and 
to  settle  his  own  accounts  with  the  French  government. 

Q.  How  did  they  operate  to  convict  M.  Place  ! — A.  Because  the  con- 
viction of  M.  Place  rested  on  the  affidavits  and  statements  of  Reming- 
ton. On  the  first  trial,  Mr.  Squire  and  Mr.  Remington  both  made  at!i- 
davits;  those  papers  went  before  the  court,  and  Mr.  Remington  testi- 
fied alone ;  he  could  not  make  good  any  of  his  charges,  and  the  man 
was  discharged.  The  feeling  among  the  people  there  was  that  Reming- 
ton could  not,  in  fact,  make  any  of  his  points  good.  Then  Remington 
comes  here,  gets  these  indorsements,  and  fully  armed  and  equipped  and 
ready  for  war  he  goes  back  there  and  says,  ''  Now  you  seel  am  another 
man  ;  before  you  said  that  after  all  I  could  not  make  my  points  good ; 
but  see,  here  are  the  indorsements  I  have  obtained," 

Q.  That  is,  they  would  not  believe  him  the  first  time,  but  did  the 
second! — A.  Yes;  because  he  was  anew  man,  and  had  obtained  an 
entirely  new  dress  to  appear  in. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  understand  that  any  of  these  papers  were  i)ut  in  as  evi- 
dence in  the  second  trial  of  Place? — A.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  way  in  which 
atrial  on  appeal  is  conducted  is  a  little  different  from  a  trial 

Q.  Do  you  understand  that  those  papers  were  used? — A.  Yes,  they 
were  used,  if  I  must  answer  yes  or  no;  but  it  would  be  necessary-  to 
enter  into  a  very  long  explanation  to  show  how  the  evidence  is  put  in 
on  an  appeal. 

Q.  1  think  you  stated  that  Place  furnished  the  copy  of  the  Remington 
letter  to  Le  Cesnef — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  did  Place  send  that  here  ? — A.  He  sent  it  to  me;  but,  to 
show  you  how  groun  dless • 

The  Chairman.  That  is  all  I  want  to  know. 

The  Witness.  And  he  added  that  if  I  wanted  a  certified  copy,  he  would 
send  it  to  me. 
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Q.  From  whom  did  yoii  obtain  the  dispatch  of  Squire  to  Remin^ou, 
which  appears  in  the  preamble  of  the  resohition  presented  by  Mr.  Sum- 
ner ? — A.  There  is  an  attorney  in  New  York,  whose  name  I  do  not  want 
to  disclose  here,  because  you  could  not  learn  anything  out  of  him,  who 
has  a  full  set  of  all  these  papers. 

Q.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion  on  your  part.  We  might  get  somethiDg 
out  of  him. — A.  I  doubt  it. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Is  he  an  American  ! — A.  Yes ;  that  is,  he  is  a  gentleman  who  hr s 
become  an  American  by  naturalization ;  and  that  gentleman  has  a  fall 
set  of  those  telegrams  and  papers.  It  was  from  him  that  I  obtiiined 
that  paper.  It  was  from  him  that  I  obtained  the  telegrams  that  I  have 
read  to  you ;  and  it  was  from  him  that  1  obtiiined  the  indorsements  and 
certificates  given  to  Remington. 

By  the  Chair:vian  : 

Q.  It  may  be  material,  and  we  may  want  to  put  the  question  here- 
after, to  show  where  those  dispatches  came  from ;  but  I  will  not  press  it 
now.  You  say  they  came  from  a  gentleman  in  New  York? — A.  An 
attorney  in  New  York;  a  gentleman  not  connected  officially  with  the 
Government. 

Q.  Now,  in  relation  to  jour  conversations  with  Senator  Patterson,  T^^as 
it  in  June,  or  when  was  it,  that  you  suggested  to  him  he  was  a  good  man 
to  introduce  that  resolution  ! — A.  At  first  there  was  nothing  said  about 
the  resolution.  The  only  thing  I  wanted  from  him  was  for  him  to  ^o  to 
the  Treasury  Department  and  see  the  accounts  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, and  compare  them  with  the  accounts  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Q.  Now,  let  me  a^k  you  if  at  the  time  you  held  that  conversation  with 
Senator  Patterson  you  did  not  believe  in  your  own  mind  that  your 
government  had  in  some  way  been  wronged  out  of  a  large  sum  of 
money! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  it  not  for  the  very  purpose  of  showing  where  that  money 
went  to  that  you  wanted  to  make  the  investigation  f  Was  not  that 
your  object  ? — A.  No.  My  object  at  that  time  was  to  find  out  something 
in  regard  to  these  certificates.  The  point  was  merely  on  the  undue  in 
fluence  exercised  abroad  by  American  officials  outside  of  the  State 
Department. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  I  think  you  mistake  the  time.    If  I  understand  the  chairman's 
question  correctly,  he  asked  about  last  year. 
The  Witness.  What  time  last  year? 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  About  a  year  ago,  if  I  understand  you. — A.  O,  no ;  there  was  no 
reason  to  introduce  a  resolution  at  that  time. 

Q.  You  had  a  conversation,  you  say,  with  Senator  Patterson  in  rela- 
tion to  it  ? — A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  I  do  not  mean  a  resolution,  but  an  investigation  in  some  way  !— 
A.  Not  at  that  time.  The  only  thing  I  requested  the  Senator  to  do  was 
to  be  so  kind  as  to  ascertain  whether  discrepancies  existed  between  the 
account's  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Ordnance  Office,  and  he  did  so  in  a  ven' 
friendly  way.  Then  I  sp&ke  to  him  about  the  fa<5t«  mentioned  in  the 
report  of  M.  Bellonnet,  in  which  M.  Bellonnet  established,  for  certain 
reasons  which  I  have  not  to  state  here,  that  the  French  government 
had  lost  about  $1,500,000  out  of  the  liemington  agency. 
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Q.  When  you  conferred  with  Senator  Patterson  in  December  last,  had 
yoa  seen  the  report  of  our  Treasurer  and  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
War,  showing  an  apparent  discrepancy  f—^A.  Not  at  that  time.  Per- 
haps I  did  at  last,  but  not  at  first.  I  saw  that  discrepancy  for  the  first 
time  only  in  February,  not  before.  In  fact  I  had  not  read  at  that  time 
the  report  of  the  Treasurer,  for  the  very  simple  reason  that  I  had  no 
copy  of  it ;  or  rather,  I  should  say,  the  Treasurer  gave  me  two  copies, 
but  I  gave  them  to  the  legation  to  forward  to  France,  and  so  I  did  not 
look  into  his  report  at  that  time. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  held  your  interview  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  had 
you  become  apprised  of  an  apparent  discrepancy  ! — A.  No. 

Q.  What,  then,  was  the  particular  object  of  your  desiring  the  account 
current  of  the  Department  to  show  the  amount  which  they  had  re- 
ceived from  various  parties  to  whom  they  had  sold  arms  I — A.  That  is 
very  simple.  I  wanted  a  list  of  the  sales  to  compare  with  our  private 
information  for  the  French  government. 

Q.  Did  you,  or  did  you  not,  suppose  it  would  aid  you  in  discovering 
where  Ihis  $1,500,000,  lost  by  France,  had  gone  to? — A.  Yes,  to  some 
extent,  and  only  to  some  extent,  because  I  knew  very  well,  for  some 
reasons  which  1  have  not  to  disclose  here,  what  those  lists  of  sales  would 
contain  ;  but  I  wanted  the  official  evidence  in  my  hand  of  those  lists  of 
sales  to  see  exactly  how  the  lots  were  made.  It  was  rather  to  see  how 
the  lots  were  made  than  to  see  anything  else. 

Q.  Did  you  think  if  you  obtained  this  account  of  sales  it  might  serve 
to  relieve  Place  in  any  way  I — A.  It  is  very  hard  to  go  into  the  field  of 
tiioughts. 

Q.  I  do  not  ask  your  thoughts.  You  had  objects.  When  a  man 
endeavors  to  obtain  information,  he  has  certain  objects.  Now,  I  want 
you  to  state  your  objects  in  your  own  way. — A.  They  were  very  vague, 
because  I  knew  of  those  papers  before  myself.  From  my  own  private 
information  I  knew  of  them. 

Q.  I  will  put  the  question  in  another  way.  Was  it,  or  was  it  not — 
I  believe  that  is  the  precise  legal  form — one  of  your  objects  in  seeking 
to  obtain  the  account  of  sales  to  exculpate  Place  ? — A.  My  main  object 
was  to  make  a  report  to  M.  de  Bellonnet  on  the  whole  subject. 

Q.  Did  you  not  think  by  getting  these  statistics  you  would  be  ena- 
bled to  make  a  report  that  would  exculpate  or  relieve  Place  f — A.  Let 
me  remember  exactly  what  was  the  state  of  my  mind  at  that  time.  It 
may  be  to  a  certain  extent,  but  not  much,  because  I  could  not  be  at  all 
sanguine  about  the  result  of  an  investigation  of  that  sort ;  whereas  all 
those  figures  were  known  to  me  already. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Let  me  put  a  question  right  here,  if  you  please.  Did  you  request 
those  statements  from  the  War  Department  concerning  the  list  of  sales 
at  the  request  of  M.  de  Bellonnet  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir ;  at  the  request  of  M. 
de  Bellonnet. 

Q.  Did  he  request  it  on  his  own  motion  ? — A.  When  the  President 
had  received  the  call  of  Mr.  Patterson,  and  the  President  had  said  in 
the  first  place,  "  I  am  going  to  throw  open  the  Ordnance  Office  to  M. 
Chambruu,''  1  told  M.  Bellonnet. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  is  what  the  President  said  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  told  M.  Bellon- 
net "  This  offer  it  would  not  be  courteous  at  all  to  decline,''  and  the  main 
idea  was  to  answer  a  movement  of  perfect  courtesy  on  the  part  of  the 
President  in  showing  just  as  much  pleasure  as  we  could ;  and  I  remem- 
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ber  that  as  sOou  as  Senator  Patterson  had  spoken  to  me  about  this  mat- 
ter, I  said  to  M.  Bellonnet,  ''Whatever  may  come  of  it,  let  us  see^at 
once  the  Secretary  of  War,  because  the  steps  taken  by  the  President  are 
so  perfectly  gentlemanly  in  regard  to  you  and  to  me  that  we  must  answer 
him  at  once.''  Then  I  requested  M.  Bellonnet  to  give  me  that  power. 
You  see  in  what  a  vague  state  of  mind  1  was  in  regard  to  those  details 
already,  because,  once  more,  I  had  most  of  those  papers  in  my  hand,  the 
leading  ones  at  least,  and  I  had  studied  them.  In  fact,  the  papers  printed 
in  the  trial  of  Place,  in  France,  will  show  you  that  the  lists  of  sales  were 
known  there  as  early  as  in  August  last.  So  I  could  not  think  that  much 
would  come  of  it ;  but  the  main  idea  that  I  had  at  that  time  was  to  show 
the  President  that  we  were  sensible  of  his  kind  and  courteous  cominuui 
cation. 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  if  you  know  of  any  United  States  Governmeut 
official  who  shared  in  any  way  improperly  in  the  moneys  paid  by  France 
for  arms  or  ordnance  stores? — A.  I  have  told  vou  all  I  know  abont  it. 
I  do  not  see  that  I  have  anything  to  add  to  those  matters.  If  I  knew 
of  any  one,  at  your  request,  not  at  the  request  of  the  French  govern- 
ment at  all,  I  would  tell  you. 

Q.  You  do  know  of  none? — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any.  What  they 
call  "  the  ring,^  which  has  acted  and  controlled  this  matter,  has  always 
been  supposed  to  be  rather  outside  than  inside;  but  as  to  these  matters, 
once  more,  I  have  not  taken  the  trouble  to  ascertain  anything,  and  to 
go  through  the  mire  and  the  mud. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  you  understood  General  Ingalls  had  an  inter- 
view with  the  French  legation! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  We  are  going  to  summon  General  Ingalls;  and  now,  I  put  to  you 
the  question,  do  you  know  of  any  Government  official  whom  you  sus- 
pect to  have  received  one  dollar,  or  one  cent,  of  any  of  these  moneys 
improperly? — A.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  answer  you  perfectly  plainly.  It 
I  knew,  of  my  own  knowledge,  I  would  tell  you  at  once;  but  I  do  not 
know  of  my  own  knowledge.  Hearsay  evidence  and  things  of  that 
sort  have  no  place  here,  and  I  would  consider  it  below  me  to  give  it. 

Q.  I  have  not  asked  you  for  hearsay  evidence.  I  have  asked  you  ot 
3'our  own  knowledge. — A.  Of  my  own  knowledge,  no. 

Q.  There  is  talk  about  a  "  military  ring,"  which  has  a  great  deal  of 
sound,  and  I  think  very  little  substance,  in  it.  Now,  I  want  to  go  so  far 
as  lor  you  to  indicate  any  official  belonging  to  the  ring — 1  do  not  know 
who  the  ring  are — that  you  have  any  suspicion — we  will  now  go  on  suspi- 
cion— has  received  any  money.  If  you  will  give  their  names,  we  will 
put  them  on  the  stand. — A.  I  understand,  Mr.  Chairman,  very  well  the 
feeling  which  leads  you  to  put  the  question,  but  I  have  also  to  take  care 
of  my  own  dignity,  and  not  to  go  too  low  in  that  way.  If  I  knew  ot 
such  a  thing  of  my  own  knowledge  I  would  tell  you.  The  facts  relating' 
to  General  Ingalls  I  have  stated.  If  I  learn  anything  else  in  a  few  days 
I  will  let  you  know,  provided  I  know  it  myself  and  can  state  it  under 
my  own  resi)onsibility ;  but  I  do  not  want  to  give  hearsay  statements 
or  things  of  that  sort. 

Q.  I  should  like  to  have  you  state  if  there  is  any  man  whom  you  have 
a  reasonable  probability  of  supposing  to  have  been  connected  in  any 
way  with  any  such  transaction. — A.  I  will  tell  you  one  thing  more;  yon 
have  every  reason  to  inquire  further.  I  have  past  knowledge  of  certain 
facts  myself.  I  have  it  through  official  sources.  I  am  bound  not  to  dis 
close  any  such  thing;  therefore  I  must  stop. 

Q.  If  it  is  official  from  the  French  legation  I  should  agree  with  yon  : 
but  if  it  is  from  any  part  of  our  Government . — A.  It  is  not  from 
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your  Government;  it  is  from  mine,  and  my  government  has  taken  this 
position,  which  I  may  state  once  more :  If  we  received  any  favor  from 
the  back  door — certainly  it  is  very  painful  to  receive  favors  of  that  sort 
aud  not  openly — but  in  cases  of  trying  calamities  it  may  be  that  we  have 
been  helped ;  it  may  be  that  we  have  paid  for  that  help ;  but  anyhow  we 
shall  not  go,  as  was  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  through  the  mire  and 
mud  to  find  out  any  embezzlement,  whatever  it  might  be  or  wherever  it 
pay  be  found.  So,  the  French  government  do  not  want  to  do  anything 
in  this  case.     If  I  come  here,  it  is  in  mj^  own  personal  name. 

Q.  I  am  not  talking  of  your  government,  but  of  our  own  citizens  and 
our  own  officials.  Let  me  see  if  I  understand  you  aright,  for  I  do  not 
wish  to  put  words  in  your  mouth.  I  will  give  your  statement  as  I  un- 
derstand it,  and  if  I  am  right  you  will  say  so,  and  if  I  am  wrong  you 
will  correct  me.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  know,  of  your  own 
knowledge,  of  no  Government  official  who  has  been  improperly  connected 
with  these  sales,  or  receiveii  any  money  in  connection  with  them  f — A.  I 
said,  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Q.  I  want  an  answer  to  my  question  ? — A.  I  answer  plainly,  no;  I  do 
not  know  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Q.  And  on  your  suspicions  you  are  not  willing  to  state  anything  t — A. 
On  my  suspicions  I  am  not  willing  to  state  anything;  but  out  of  the 
knowledge  I  have,  and  which  I  cannot  disclose  here,  I  may  tell  you  that  ^ 
there  are  still  points  which  have  not  been  touched  in  this  matter. 

Q.  What  are  they! — A.  1  cannot  say,  for  to  do  so  it  would  be  neces- 
sary that  1  should  have  personal,  direct  authority  from  my  government, 
and  I  can  only  state  nakedly  this  proposition,  that  there  are  points 
which  have  not  been  touched. 

Q.  Where  is  the  evidence  by  which  we  can  touch  them  ? — A.  O,  you 
know  if  the  French  government  benefited  by  them,  the  French  govern- 
ment is  not  willing  now  to  appear  here  as  an  informer. 

Q.  Do  you  not  present  yourself  in  a  very  much  worse  condition  than 
an  informer  here  by  making  these  insinuations,  and  then  cloaking  your- 
self behind  your  government! — A,  Very  well,  then,  I  take  them  back. 

Q.  You  had  a  copy  of  the  letter  which  Secretary  Belknap  sent  to 
Secretary  Fish  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Yon  stated  yesterday  that  the  charg^  d'affaires  did  not  regard  it 
as  diplomatic,  inasmuch  as  it  was  showni  to  you  at  the  War  Department. 
Did  the  legation  furnish  you  with  a  copy  of  the  letter  sent  by  Secretary 
Fish  to  them,  or  did  they  furnish  you  with  the  identical  letter  that  Sec- 
retary Fish  sent! — A.  The  identical  letter. 

Bv  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  A  moment  ago  I  asked  you  about  the  letters  of  recommendation 
Mr.  Remington  had  received  from  certain  American  citizens.  Did  I 
understand  you  to  say  that  letters  given  by  one  American  citizen  to 
another  who  was  going  abroad  should  go  through  the  State  Depart- 
ment ! — A.  If  Ibe  letter  relates  to  affairs,  questions  between  a  citizen  of 
a  foreign  country  and  the  government  of  another  country,  in  my  judg- 
ment, that  is  the  proper  course ;  aud,  I  should  say,  that  is  the  course 
always  taken  here.  I  do  not  know  a  country  which  generally  is  more 
scrupulous  and  more  particular  than  you  are  yourselves.  You  see  the 
State  Department  has  many  claims  and  matters  of  that  sort  which  it 
takes  up  and  considers  and  makes  its  own. 

Q.  Did  these  letters  that  these  gentlemen  gave  bear  that  character 
that  you  have  described  relating  to  "affairs!" — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  do  not  understand  what  you  mean  by  "affairs." — A.  For  instance, 
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a  private  claim  against  a  government.  That  was  the  case  of  Mr.  Rem- 
ington.  He  had  claims  against  the  French  government,  and  those 
claims  he  wanted  to  settle. 

Q.  Did  that  appear  on  the  papers  ? — A.  O,  yes ;  that  appears  on  the 
papers  given  him,  that  it  was  for  the  object  and  purpose  of  enabling  him 
to  settle  his  accounts. 

Q.  You  know  that  to  be  the  purpose  of  the  men  who  wrote  those  let- 
ters!— A.  Not  only  that;  it  is  written  on  the  indorsements  themselves. 


Exhibit  No.  15. 

IV. 

Letter  from  the  banking-house  of  Jay  Cooke  &  Co. 

Washington,  D.  C,  December  9, 1871. 

Dear  Sir  :  Having  been  informed  that  some  statements  attacking 
the  character  and  the  condition  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  E.  Ilemington  & 
Sons  have  been  made  in  France,  to  the  injury  of  their  relations  with  the 
French  government,  we  take  liberty  to  express  our  surprise  to  you  that 
such  declarations  could  have  been  made,  and  also  our  positive  conTic- 
tion  that  they  are  false  and  unjust.  From  our  personal  acquaintance 
with  Mr.  S.  Ilemington,  one  of  the  firm,  as  well  as  from  our  business 
transactions  with  them  for  a  number  of  years,  we  are  fully  convinced 
that  neither  himself  nor  his  finn  could  be  capable  of  an  act  which  was 
not  in  strict  accordance  with  the  highest  principles  of  com mercialhonor 
and  integrity. 

Messrs.  Remington  are  among  the  number  of  the  oldest  and  wealth- 
iest manufacturers  of  the  country,  and  of  the  most  worthy  of  confidence, 
and  it  is  as  such  that  they  are  known  and  esteemed  in  the  United  States. 
It  is  deeply  to  be  regretted  that  the  reputation  of  such  a  firm  shoulil 
have  been  attacked,  and,  as  we  believe,  very  unjustly. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servants, 

JAY  COOKE  &  CO. 

Hon.  E.  B.  Washburne, 

United' States  Minister^  Paris. 


V. 

Letter  from  the  First  National  Bank. 

New  York,  December  14, 1871. 

Gentlemen:  Having  learned  that  in  the  trial  which  recently  took 
place  in  France  your  firm  has  been  attacked,  we  are  pleased  to  avail 
ourselves  of  this  occasion  to  offer  to  you  the  expression  of  the  very  hi^h 
esteem  in  which  the  members  of  your  house  are  held  by  the  l>oard  of  di- 
rectors of  this  bank.  Through  the  medium  of  this  institution  your  transac- 
tions (and  they  have,  during  the  last  few  years,  reached  many  milhons 
of  dollars)  have,  in  our  opinion,  given  to  your  great  enterprise  the  char- 
acter of  one  of  the  highest  as  well  as  one  of  the  most  honorable  of  the 
country.  Our  intimate  and  extensive  business  relations  with  year 
house  enable  us  to  vouch  for  the  high  reputation,  integrity,  and  skill 
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which  are  conceded  to  you  so  universally,  as  well  as  to  that  of  Colonel 
Squire,  with  whom  we  have  personally  been  brought  in  contact  so  often 
for  the  management  of  your  financial  affairs. 

We  remain,  gentlemen,  your  obedient  servants, 

SAMUEL  E.  THOMPSON, 

Presidmt 
GEORGE  H.  BAKER, 

Cashier. 
Messrs.  E.  RE]tfiNGTON  &  Sons, 

IliOfij  State  of  New  YorJc, 


vr. 

Letter  of  Messrs.  Cooper ^  Hewett  &  Co. 

New  York,  December  18, 1871. 

My  Dear  Sir  :  We  have  been  told  that  the  character  of  your  house, 
E.  Remington  &  Sons,  as  well  as  your  good  faith,  had  been  doubted,  in 
connection  with  some  operations  with  the  French  government.  For 
several  years  we  have  known  the  situation  of  your  firm,  and  we  can 
say  that  as  far  as  it  relates  to  the  skill,  the  extent  of  your  resources,  and 
the  importance  of  your  works,  you  have  for  a  long  time  occupied  not 
only  a  very  pre-eminent,  but  the  first  place,  as  manufacturers  of  arms, 
and  that  you  are  at  present  at  the  head  of  that  branch  of  industry  in 
the  United  States. 

We  are  equally  aware  of  your  position  as  a  business  man ;  and  we  are 
happy  to  say  that,  not  only  is  your  credit  high  and  unquestionable, 
owing  to  your  extensive  means,  but  that  your  character  as  a  gentleman 
and  a  citizen  is  above  reproach  in  the  country  you  have  lived  in,  and 
where  you  conducted  such  vast  operations.  We  think  that  the  French 
government  has  been  very  fortunate  in  securing  your  co-operation,  and 
we  know  that  during  our  civil  war  the  American  Government  has,  in  a 
very  great  measure,  profited  by  the  eminent  services  you  were  able  to 
render. 

Finally,  we  would  be  somewhat  embarrassed  to  point  out  a  business 
firm  which  has  obtained  and  deserved  a  greater  reputation  than  that 
you  so  justly  enjoy. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servants, 

COOPER,  HEWETT  &  CO. 


VII. 
Letter  from  the  Oneida  National  BanJc^  (formerly  the  Oneida  Bank.) 

Utica,  New  York,  November  27 j  1871. 

My  Dear  Sir:  We  were  informed  accidentally  that  some  opinions 
had  been  exi)rcssed  in  view  of  attacking,  in  a  certain  measure,  the  good 
reputation  and  tlio  commercial  position  of  the  firm  of  Messrs.  E,  Rem- 
ington &  Sons,  and  of  which  you  are  now  the  eldest  partner ;  therefore, 
as  directors  of  a  banking  institution  which  for  nearly  forty  years  has 
had  business  relations  at  first  with  your  honored  father,  then  with  you 
and  your  brothers  as  his  worthy  successors,  we  beg  leave  to  say  to 
whom  it  miiy  concern  that  we  are  yet  to  find  the  least  irregularity  in 
the  most  honorable  and  straightforward  way  in  your  business  transac- 
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tioiis,  and  that  yonr  firm,  in  our  opinion,  occupies  now,  as  it  did  hereto- 
fore, the  tirst  rank  tor  the  integrity,  the  promptness,  and  the  probity  of  ite 
operations  and  solvency.  In  our  judgment,  any  attack  made  against 
the  house  of  Messrs.  E.  Kemington  &  Sons  is  as  false  as  it  is  unjust 

We  take  pleasure  in  addressing  you  spontaneously  the  expression  of 
our  personal  feelings  of  esteem  and  of  respect,  and  beg  you  to  believe 
us. 

Very  sincerely,  yours, 

JAMES  SAYIiES, 

Pre»ideni. 
li.  S.  WILLIAMS, 

Ciishier, 
Mr.  Samuel  Remington,  Illion^  N,  Y. 


NAVY  department. 

VIIL 

Ordnance  Bureau,  :N^avy  Department, 

December  9, 1871. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  state,  in  answer  to  the  letter  from  Messrs. 
E.  Remington  &  Sons,  dated  the  25th  of  November  last,  that  there  is  not 
the  slightest  proof  on  our  records  of  any  dishonest  or  fraudulent  act  Iq 
their  contracts  with  the  Navy  Department,  nor  of  their  inability  to  ful- 
fill them  satisfactorily.  , 

This  Bureau  relied  implicitly  upon  their  honor  and  their  integrity  as  busi- 
ness men  during  the  rebellion,  and  never  had  any  reason  to  regret  the 
confidence  reposed  in  them.  All  the  orders  were  promptly  and  faith- 
fully executed,  and  their  fame,  as  well  as  their  position  as  manufactn- 
rers  and  dealers  in  small-arms,  have  been  on  our  records  without  auy 
reproach. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  high  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 


Hon.  Geo.  M.  Robeson, 

Secretary  of  the  Nary. 

(Indorsed :)    Approved. 


Chief  of  Bureau. 


GEO.  M.  ROBESON, 

Secretary  of  the  Nary. 


IX. 


Navy  Department, 
Washington,  December  9, 1871. 

Gentlemen  :  Your  letter  of  the  25th  ultimo,  requesting  an  indorse 
ment  from  this  Department,  relating  to  your  transactions  with  it,  ha* 
been  received,  and  referred  to  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance. 

Herewith  you  will  find  a  certified  coj)y  of  the  report  made  to-day  to 
the  Department,  by  Commodore  A.  L.  Case,  chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ord- 
nance. 

Very  respectfully, 

GEO.  M.  ROBESON. 

Secretary  of  tlie  Nary. 
Messrs.  E,  Remington  &  Sons.  • 
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WAR  DEPARTMENT. 

X. 

Extract  from  the  report  made  July  1,  18G3,  by  Messrs.  Holt  and  Robert 
Dale  Oivenj  members  of  the  committee  of  ordnance^  to  the  Hon,  Edwin 
i¥.  Stanton^  Secretary  of  ^yar, 

A  contract  for  forty  tbousand  of  these  muskets  at  that  price  has  re- 
cently been  accepted  by  an  experienced  and  well-established  firm — 
Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  of  Ilion,  New  York.  It  is  to  be  said  here 
that  it  is  to  Mr.  Samuel  Remington,  one  of  the  members  of  that  house, 
that  we  owe  the  first  trustworthy  information  that  has  been  received 
concerning  the  cost  price  of  that  arm  to  private  industry.  His  patriot- 
ism in  making  this  frank  and  voluntary  stJitement  is  praiseworthy;  and 
if  it  results,  as  we  hope  it  will,  in  fixing  the  price  of  that  arm  not  above 
$16,  it  shall  have  been  the  means  of  saving  millions  of  dollars  to  the 
l)ublic  Ti*easury. 


XL 

Letter  from  General  Spinner^  Treasurer  of  the  United  States. 

m 

Washington,  November  21, 1871. 

My  Dear  Sir  :  As  you  are  well  aware,  the  firm  of  Messrs.  E,  Rem- 
inf:ton  &  Sons  have  had  heav^y  transactions  with  the  French  govern- 
ment, not  only  for  the  sale  of  their  own  products,  but  as  its  commis- 
sioner and  agent.  We  learn  that  there  exists  now  a  misunderstanding 
between  the  French  authorities  and  a  member  of  that  house,  caused  by 
false  accusations  made  against  him  by  the  French  consul  at  New  York, 
and  by  some  despicable  acts  from  a  man  who  pretends  to  have  been  the 
agent  of  that  consul. 

Xow  I  desire  to  say  to  you,  and,  through  your  kind  oflSces,  to  all 
whom  it  may  jtjonceru,  that  Messrs.  Remington  reside  and  have  their 
manufacture  of  arms  in  the  city  where  I  was  born  and  where  ray  home 
is  still ;  that  I  have  been  intimate  with  all  the  members  of  the  house ; 
that  I  have  known  all  their  affairs  for  more  than  thirty  years;  that  I 
can  speak  of  them  and  their  transactions  with  entire  confidence  in  the 
correctness  of  my  statements;  that  they  are  transacting  and  have 
transacted  a  great  deal  of  business  for  a  number  of  years ;  that  these 
operations  have  been  made  with  foreign  governments,  that  lof  the 
United  States,  and  each  of  the  States,  as  well  as  with  business  firms, 
either  incorporated  or  belonging  to  private  parties;  that  they  are  very 
wealthy ;  that  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion  they  have  been  very 
faithful ;  and  that  in  their  relations  with  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  at  that  time  they  were  led  by  their  patriotism  more  than  by 
interested  motives; 

The  reputation  of  that  house  and  of  every  one  of  its  members  is 
above  suspicion.  They  are  incapable  of  committing  anything  that 
is  reprehensible.  I  have  never  known  any  commercial  firm  more  thought 
of  for  the  honesty,  integrity,  and  fairness  of  its  transactions  toward 
those  with  whom  it  has  had  business  relations,  or  any  other. 

1  therefore  request  you  to  give  to  Mr.  Remington,  the  bearer  of  this 
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letter,  all  the  assistance  you  can,  in  order  to  dispel  from  the  mind  of 
the  persons  in  power  at  Versailles  the  prejudices  or  suspicions  which 
they  may  have  had  entertained  concerning  his  probity. 
Very  respectfully,  vour  obedient  servant, 

GENERAL  SPINNER, 
United  States  Treasurer, 

Hon.  E.  B.  Washburne, 

Minister  Plenipotentiaryj  Paris. 


XII. 


New  York  Customhouse, 
Itispector's  Office^  November  18, 1871. 

My  DEAR  Sir  :  I  have  great  pleasure  in  saying  that  your  firm  is 
among  the  first  ones  in  the  country  for  its  specialty,  and  that  the  mem- 
bers of  it  are  considered  as  being  among  our  most  eminent  and  enter- 
prising business  men. 

Certainly  no  unfavorable  allegation  against  you  could  be  ever  cred- 
ited in  this  country,  and  I  am  greatly  surprised  to  learn  that  such 
allegations  could  have  been  made  in  France. 

With  great  respect,  I  am  yours,  very  faithfully, 

•     A.  B.  CORNELL, 
Inspector  of  the  Fort  of  New  York, 
Mr.  Samuel  Remington. 


New  York  Customhouse, 

Naval  Office,  November  18, 1871. 

Sir  :  It  has  been  a  pleasure  to  me  to  have  had  an  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with  you  and  your  firm  for  more  than  thirty  years,  living,  as  I 
do,  almost  in  sight  of  your  house;  and  having  been  your  member  in  the 
State  senate  and  in  the  United  States  Congress  for  eight  years,  1  can 
pretend  to  know  your  private  and  public  affairs.  You  are  second  to 
none  for  your  well-known  integrity  and  business  capacity  in  public 
enterprises,  and  for  your  faithful  devotion  to  your  country. 

As  you  well  know,  the  last  six  years  of  my  term  in  Congress  have 
enabled  me  to  be  well  acquainted  with  your  extensive  operations  with 
our  Government;  therefore  I  am  sure  when  I  assert  that  none  of  yoar 
acts,  either  as  private  or  public  man,  have  been  anything  bat  what 
would  do  credit  to  the  gentleman  and  to  the  patriot. 

If  at  any  time  I  can  be  of  any  service  to  you  in  this  country  or 
abroad  ]>lease  let  me  know,  and  believe  me, 
Eespectfully,  yours, 

A.  H.  LAFLIX, 
Naval  Officer. 
Mr.  Samuel  Remington, 

I  lion,  State  of  New  York 


SALE   OF  ABMS   BY   OBDNANCIi:   DEPARTMENT.  401 

» 
THE  PEESENT  aOYERNOB  AND  THE  FORMER  GO VERNORS  OF  THE  STATE 

OF  NEW  YORK. 

XIV. 

Letter  from  Mr,  Hoffman,  the  jjresent  governor  o/tJie  State  of  Xew  YorJc. 

Executive  Chamber, 

Albany^  November  16,  1871. 

Dear  Sir:  I  have  received  your  letter,  dated  yesterday,  in  which 
yo'i  inform  me  that  at  the  recent  trial  in  Paris  of  Victor  Place,  ex-con- 
sul general  in  New  York,  some  allegations  had  been  made  against  the 
character  of  the  firm  of  E.  Eemington  &  Sons,  and  you  ask  me  to  say, 
from  my  own  knowledge  and  my  information,  what  I  know  about  the 
reputation  of  the  firm  and  that  of  its  members.  The  reputation  of  your 
bouse  is  too  well  established  in  this  country  to  need  any  indorsement  or  any 
defense,  and  I  am  surprised  that  it  could  have  been  doubted  in  France. 
It  was  founded  more  than  thirty  years  ago.  Its  actual  members, 
brought  up  from  their  youth  in  all  the  practical  details  of  business,  are 
considered  as  the  most  skillful  manufacturers  of  arms  in  the  country ; 
their  honesty  is  irreproachable,  and  they  possess  great  financial  capac- 
ities, upon  which  no  one  ought  to  have  cast  any  doubt. 

It  is  well  known  that  during  the  late  civil  war  in  this  country  E. 
Remington  &  Sons  were  among  the  most  important  manufacturers  of 
arms  for  the  United  States  Government ;  that  they  had,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, the  confidence  of  the  Government,  and  that  since  the  war  the 
arms  they  make,  as  I  know  it,  are  much  used  in  the  Army  and  in  the 
Xavy  here  as  well  as  abroad.  As  governor  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
I  have  made  a  contract  with  them  for  breech-loading  arms  to  bo  given 
to  the  State  militia.  I  need  not  say  that  I  hav^e  the  fullest  confidence  in 
the  integi'ity,  capacity,  and  solvency  of  the  firm,  and  a  very  great  re- 
spect for  every  one  of  the  members,  who  have  my  best  wishes. 

You  can  make  use  of  this  letter  as  you  think  best. 
Very  sincerely,  yours, 

^'JVh!  I?«l  °L- V  *'' T!t'*'  \  JOHN  T.  HOFFMAN, 

of  the  State  ot  New  lork.    ( 


XX. 

Letter  from  Mr,  Horatio  Seymour ^  ex-governor  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

December  8, 1871. 

My  Dear  Sir  :  I  learn  that  the  firm  of  E.  Eemington  &  Sons  has  had 
some  contracts  to  fill  with  the  French  government.  I  know  the  gentle- 
men who  compose  the  firm  to  be  men  of  good  reputation  and  position. 
They  occupy  a  high  standing  as  manufacturers  of  arms,  as  much  for 
their  skill  as  for  their  integrity.  During  the  late  rebellion  I  have  had 
the  opportunity,  as  governor  of  the  State,  to  buy  arms  and  to  make  in- 
quiries upon  the  merits  of  various  manufacturers,  and  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that,  in  all  respects,  Messrs.  Remington  hold  the  first  rank  among 
American  manufacturers. 
Truly,  yours, 

HORATIO  SEYMOUR. 
General  Meredith  Read, 

CoMul  General  of  the  United  States  in  France. 

26  s  A 


402       SALE  OF  ARMS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT. 

XVI. 

Letter  from  Mr.  Morgan,  ex-governor  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

VIXCIT  QUI    PATITUK. 

Neav  York,  November  18,  1871. 

My  Dear  General:  The  Government  of  the  United  States,  as  well 
as  the  government  of  the  State  of  New  York,  during  my  administration 
of  the  latter,  from  1859  to  1803,  have  had  important  transactions  with 
Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  manufacturers  of  arms  at  IHon,  }sew 
York.  All  these  transactions  have  been  honorably  conducted  and 
faithfully  executed  on  the  part  of  Messrs.  Remington,  whose  firm,  I 
am  happy  to  say,  enjoy  a  well-deserved  repntation  for  their  uprightness 
and  promptness  in  keeping  their  engagements.  1  have  thought  proiK?r 
to  state  it  here  formally ,  as  I  have  learned  that  certain  accusations  have 
been  made  against  them,  which  were  brought  in  ordei*  to  injure  tbem 
during  the  trial  now  going  on  in  Paris. 

All  that  you  can  do,  so  as  to  bring  forward  the  information  transmitted 
herewith,  to  be  furnished  to  those  who  are  interested  in  the  matter,  will 
render  them  a  service,  and  oblige 
Your  obedient  servant, 

E.  D.  MORGAN. 

Hon.  John  Meredith  Read, 

Consul  OeneraJ  of  the  United  States,  Paris, 


XVII. 
Letter  from  General  IHx,  ex-minister  of  the  United  States  to  France. 

New  York,  November  18, 1871. 

Dear  Sir:  Having  been  informed  that  some  allegations  had  been 
brought  forward  in  Paris  against  the  character  of  ^Messrs.  E.  Remington 
&  Sons,  I  feel  a  great  pleasure  in  saying  that  I  consider  them  wholly 
false  and  without  any  foundation. 

I  have  well  known,  for  many  years,  the  reputation  of  the  firm  as  a 
manufacturer  of  arms,  and  I  never  had  the  slightest  hint  that  could  be 
unfavorable  either  to  their  solvency  or  to  the  respectability  of  any  of 
its  individual  members.  I  have  an  entire  confidence  in  you  in  this  mat 
ter,  and  if  you  think  that  the  expression  of  this  opinion  can  be  of  any 
use,  you  are  perfectly  free  to  avail  yourself  of  it  as  you  may  deem 
proper. 

I  am,  dear  sir,  truly  yours, 

JOHN  A.  DIX. 

Mr.  Samuel  Remington. 


XVIII. 
Letter  from  Senator  lioscoe  Conkling. 

Senate  Ghai^ibeb, 
Washington,  1),  C,  November  17, 1871. 

My  Dear  Sir:  I  learn  with  astonishment  that  your  commercial  and 
personal  position,  as  well  as  the  reputation  of  the  tirm  of  E.  Remington 
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&  Sons,  have  been  suspected.  Uaving  been  acquainted  for  many  years 
with  yonr  father  and  his  sons,  having  lived  for  a  long  time  within  a 
stone-throw,  so  to  say,  from  your  house,  and  being  one  of  the  Senators 
from  your  State,  I  cannot  hesitate  to  give  you  my  testimony  in  what 
relates  to  the  accusations  which,  as  I  have  been  informed,  were  made 
against  you  in  France. 

Concerning  the  personal  position,  the  magnitude  of  the  business,  the 
success,  the  solvency,  the  wealth,  and  fidelity  to  the  United  States 
(lovernment,  your  house  has  for  a  long  time  held  the  first  rank,  not 
only  in  the  State  of  New  York,  but  throughout  the  Union. 

The  allegation  that  you  lack  practical  experience  as  a  manufacturer 
of  arms,  or  in  what  can  give  to  a  man  of  business  a  title  to  respect,  I 
can  assert  it  in  all  security,  is  without  foundation  whatever,  and  can 
only  be  attributed  to  ignorance  or  (ill  feeling)  malice. 
Sincerely,  your  obedient  servant, 

R08C0E  COXKLING. 


XIX. 

Letter  from  General  McQuade,  inspector  genet^al  of  the  State  of  New  lor  A*. 

State  of  New  York,  Inspector  General's  Office, 

Albany^  New  lork,  November  20,  1871. 

Sir:  In  this  country,  where  the  reputation  of  your  company  is  so 
well  estiiblished,  any  imputation  against  the  personal  integrity  of  its 
members,  or  any  attack  against  its  financial  condition,  would  bo  of  so 
little  imjiortance  that  no  refutation  would  be  necessary.  But  I  can 
easily  understand  how,  in  the  recent  agitated  state  of  aifairs  in  France, 
you  could  have  had  to  contest  against  doubt  and  ill-will,  arising,  per- 
Imps,  from  false  and  interested  assertions  made  by  persons  who  relied 
for  the  success  of  their  accusations  upon  the  ignorance,  in  which  were 
the  parties  addressed,  concerning  your  personal  and  commercial  posi- 
tion. 

I  cannot  believe  that  any  censure  upon  your  character  would  be 
credited  where  you  are  so  well  known,  but  it  possible  that  a  time  when 
imblic  opinion  has  been  so  upset  by  the  terrible  war  that  France  has 
;;one  through,  to  form  a  calm  and  impassionate  judgment — ^it  is  possible, 
I  say,  that  you  did  not  succeed  in  obtaining  the  acknowledgment  due 
to  the  probity,  the  honorability,  and  the  fairness  of  your  transactions, 
to  which  you  are  entitled  through  your  continued  success  during  many 
jears,  and  your  unimpeached  reputation. 

I  have  always  known  your  house  from  the  time  it  reached  the  first 
rank  in  the  commercial  community,  and  I  can  say,  without  any  exag- 
geration, that  it  is  impossible  for  manufacturers  to  be  held  higher  in 
the  esteem  of  the  public.  Mr.  Remington,  the  founder  of  the  house, 
was  himself  a  skillful  mechanic,  and  the  arms  issued  from  his  factory 
were  celebrated  for  their  superiority  many  years  ago.  His  sons  and 
successors,  who  now  form  the  great  company  which  prospers  upon  the 
tield  prepared  by  his  skill  and  his  industrj^  have  all  been  educated  in 
the  practical  knowledge  of  affairs  under  his  diligent  and  enlightened 
care,  and  the  great  success  which  has  followed  the  operations  of  the 
company  is  due  not  only  to  the  strict  integrity  and  steady  habits  of  its 
membei^,  but  also  to  their  thorough  acquaintance  with  all  the  details 
of  the  manufacture  of  firearms. 
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In  what  relates  to  the  financial  situation  of  the  company,  I  am  able 
to  say,  from  my  own  observations,  that  its  credit  is  above  questioDiug 
by  every  banker  and  business  man  in  the  locality,  and  in  commer- 
cial circles  it  is  considered  as  being  among  the  most  solid  and  most  re 
sponsible  societies  of  the  country. 

I  am  sure  that  you  will  experience  no  difficulty  in  refuting  all  the 
allegations  which  w^ould  tend  to  attack  you  personally.  The  French 
nation  is  brave,  generous,  and  high-toned,  and  under  the  skillful  ad- 
ministration which  conducts  its  affairs,  passions  and  prejudices  cannot, 
for  any  length  of  time,  prevail  against  justice.  I  am  convinced  that 
your  enemies  will  fail  in  their  effbrts  to  destroy  the  confidence  which 
the  authorities  have  in  your  fldelity. 

Respectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

J.  McQUADE, 
Brevet  Major  General^  Inspector  General  of  the  State  of  Xeic  YorL 

Mr.  Samuel  Remington. 


Opinion  of  Mr,  Washbnrne   upon  the  value  of  some  of  the  above  U- 

timonials. 

No.  1. 

Letter  from  the  lion.  John  A.  Dix,  former  governor  of  the  State 
of  Kew  York,  ex-Senator  of  the  United  States  for  the  same  State, 
former  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  and  lately,  min- 
ister i)lenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  to  France,  one  of  the  most 
distinguished  public  men  in  the  United  States. 

No.  2. 

Letter  from  Messrs.  Jay  Cooke  &  Co.,  one  of  the  largest  banking* 
houses  in  the  United  States,  the  negotiators  of  the  public  loans  of  the 
United  States ;  the  firm  is  composed  of  men  of  the  highest  respectability. 

No.  3. 

Letter  from  Mr.  A.  H.  Laflin,  formerly  a  member  of  Congress,  and  now 
naval  officer  of  the  port  of  New  York,  a  gentleman  of  the  highest  repu- 
tation and  integrity. 

No.  4. 

Letter  from  General  McQuade,  inspector  general  of  the  State  of  Xew 
York. 

No.  5. 

Letter  from  the  Hon.  Horatio  Seymour,  ex-governor  of  the  State  of 
New  York ;  democraticcandidate  for  the  presidency  of  the  United  States, 
in  1868 ;  one  of  the  most  distinguised  members  of  the  democratic  party 
in  the  United  States. 

No.  6. 

Letter  from  General  F.  E.  Spinner,  former  member  of  Congress.  jumI 
for  ten  years  United  States  Treasurer ;  a  gentleman  distinguished  for 
his  honor  and  integrity. 
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No.  7. 

Letter  from  the  Hou.  Eoscoe  Conkling,  now  a  distinguished  Senator 
of  the  United  States  for  the  State  of  New  York. 

No.  8. 

Letter  from  the  Hon.  Et^win  D.  Morgan,  ex-governor  of  the  State  of 
^ew  York,  and  now  Senator  of  the  United  States  for  the  State  of  New 
York. 

No.  9. 

Letter  from  the  Hon.  A.  13.  Cornell,  a  distinguished  citizen  of  the 
State  of  New  York,  and  inspector  of  the  port  of  New  York. 

No.  10. 

Letter  from  Genenil  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  ot  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  of 
the  United  States  Army,  and  ouo  of  the  most  distinguished  officers  of 
the  Kegnlar  Army. 

I,  E.  B.  Washburne,  minister  of  the  United  States  at  Paris,  certify  by 
these  presents,  that  1  am  personally  acquainted  with  all  the  persons 
above  mentioned,  and  that  besides  everything  that  is  therein  detailed  in 
full,  I  can  say,  iii  short,  that  no  one  can  have  better  and  stronger  re- 
commendations than  those  given  to  Mr.  Eemington  by  these  gentlemen, 
and  that  trust  and  credence  are  due  to  the  truth  of  their  declarations. 

E.  B.  WASHBUBNE. 

Legation  of  the  United  States, 

Paris,  January  2,  1872. 


Opinioti  of  General  Dyer,  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  upon  the 

Lindner  carbines. 

XXIX. 

Bureau  of  Ordnance,  War  Department, 

Washington,  December  8, 1871. 

Gentlemen  :  In  answer  to  your  letter  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
War,  and  referred  to  this  Bureau  on  the  7th  instant,  I  have  to  inform 
you  that  this  Department  bought  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion,  892 
Lindnei''s  carbines,  but  no  guns. 

Of  these  carbines,  only  500  were  given  to  the  troops.  That  arm  was 
not  thought  proper  for  our  military  service,  and  at  no  other  time  since 
I  have  been  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  have  I  ever  recom- 
mended the  purchase  of  Lindner's  carbines  for  the  use  of  the  army. 
They  require  percussion-musket  cartridges  or  similar  ammunition. 

The  Department  has  now  for  sale  338  of  these  carbines.    The  musket- 
cartridges  have  been  sold  by  this  Department,  at  $1GJ  per  thousand, 
and  at  no  other  time  have  they  been  sold  for  less  than  $13  per  thousand. 
Eespectfully,  vour  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance, 
Messrs,  E.  Remington  &  Sons, 

Ilion,  Neta  Yorl\ 
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Report  made  to  the  War  Department  concerning  the  relations  of  Mr.  Squire, 
agent  of  Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  iciih  this  Department,  and  the 
sales  of  Springfield  guns  made  by  this  Department  in  1870. 

XXX. 

War  Department, 
•  Washington  City,  December  6, 1871. 

Gentlemen  :  Your  letter  of  the  6th  instant  was  referred  by  me  to 
the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  whose  report  is  herewith  inclosed  for  your  use 
and  information. 

This  report  is  as  follows : 

"  Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  state,  in  answer  to  the  letter  of  Messrs.  E. 
Bemington  &  Co.,  that  the  firm  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  of  llion,  is 
favorably  known  to  this  Department  for  more  than  twenty -five  years, 
daring:  which  they  have  enjoyed  its  confidence. 

"  The  contracts  made  by  this  Department  with  Messrs.  E.  Iteniin<rt<)n 
&  Sons  have  been  very  important,  amounting  to  millions  of  dollars, 
and  have  been  filled  very  satisfactorily.  As  manufacturers  of  arms, 
during  and  since  the  rebellion,  their  house  has  obtained  a  well-deserved 
reputation.  None  in  the  country  has  had  more  than  they  have  the  full 
confidence  of  the  Government,  and  their  facilities  to  execute  the  con- 
tracts made  by  the  War  Department  have  qpver  been  doubted.  Their 
fidelity  to  the  Government  has,  to  my  knowledge,  never  been  ques- 
tioned. 

^^  Since  the  close  of  the  rebellion  this  Department,  with  the  ai)proval 
of  Congress,  made  some  arrangements  for  the  sales  of  arms  and  of  other 
ordnance  stores,  and  the  firm  of  E.  Kemington  &  Sons  were  often  the 
purchasers ;  between  the  1st  of  Jnly  and  the  middle  of  October,  1870, 
some  large  sales  have  been  made  to  that  firm  by  this  Department,  amonij 
which,  on  the  25th  of  September,  one  of  50,000  Springfield  guns,  cleaned 
and  repaired,  at  five  dollars  each.  At  that  time  that  kind  of  arms  was 
in  very  little  demand  and  the  price  was  considered  very  low. 

"  The  demand  for  Springfield  guns  increased  during  that  time,  and 
when  I  resumed  my  duties  in  the  Ordnance  Bureau  about  the  middle  of 
October,  1870, 1  found  a  good  number  of  bids  for  these  arms  among  tlie 
papers  of  the  office,  and  a  great  many  bidders  were  anxious  to  buy;  in 
fact,  they  were  so  desirous  to  secure  these  guns  that  I  forbid  the  sale  of 
any  until  the  proposals  for  the  Springfield  guns  had  been  issued  bytlii** 
Department.  My  recommendation  to  that  effect  met  with  a  full  ap 
proval,  and  I  called  for,  by  letters,  the  bids  from  the  principal  tlealers 
in  arms  who  were  known  to  this  Department.  Half  an  hour  before  the 
time  fixed  for  the  opening  of  the  bids,  Mr.  Squire,  who  was  known  as 
the  agent  of  the  house  of  E.  llemingtou  &  Sons,  showed  me  a  dispatch 
from  one  of  the  firm,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  Messrs.  E.  Remington 
&  Sons  were  the  agents  of  the  French  government,  and  authorizetl  him 
to  buy  some  arms  for  them.  Mr.  Squire's  object  in  showing  me  that 
dispatch  appeared  to  me  as  intended  to  ])revent  these  arms  from  fallin;: 
into  the  hands  of  certain  parties  who  would  exact  a  high  \mve  from 
to  sell  them  back.  He  seemed  anxious  to  purchase  the  arms  from  the 
Department  at  as  low  a  figure  as  possible.  I  delayed  the  opening  of  the 
bids,  and  at  once  communicated  to  you  the  dispatch  referred  to.  Yon 
hastened  to  instrutit  me  not  to  accept  any  bids  from  ^lessrs.  Squire  nor 
from  E.  Remington  &  Sons.  You  said  that  you  would  not  allow  the  sale 
of  arms  to  any  agents  of  one  or  the  other  of  the  belligerents,  (France  or 
Prussia.)    I  informed  Mr.  Squire  of  that  decision,  and  ordered  new  bids 
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for  the  arms.  Few  days  after  I  sold  a  large  luimber  of  Springfields  ia 
accordance  with  the  proposals  I  bad  called  for  after  my  interview  with 
yon,  as  I  have  already  said. 

"The  new  Springfield  guns  were  put  up  from  $12*05  to  $12  30  each, 
and  those  cleaned'  and  repaired,  at  $9  3D,  in  accordance  with  the  instruc- 
tions transmitted 'to  the  Ordnance  agent,  as  follows : 

" '  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  War  Department, 

'^  *  October  20, 1870. 

"Sir:  Mr.  Charles  Wright  having  failed  to  deposit  the  required  sum 
of  20  per  cent,  upon  the  amount  of  his  bid  for  arms  and  ammunition, 
within  the  time  fixed  in  the  conditions  of  the  sale,  his  bid  has  been 
rejected,  and  the  following  awards  have  been  made: 

"^TO  AUSTIN  BALDVP^IN  &  CO. 

" '  40,000  Springfields,  new,  caliber,  .58,  at  $12  30  each. 

"  ^  100,000  Springfields,  cleaned  and  repaired,  at  $9  00  each. 

"  '  TO  HERMANN  BOKEB  Se  CO. 

"'50,000  Springfields,  new,  caliber  .58,  at  $12  10  each. 

"  *  TO  SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 

" '  100,000  Springfields,  new,  caliber  .58,  at  $12  05  each. 

"  *  You  are  hereby  authorized  to  deliver  the  arnjs  to  the  above  named 
parties  free  of  charge  for  boxing,  against  certified  checks  or  their  equiva- 
lent for  20  per  cent,  upon  the  amount  of  each,  which  shall  be  remitted 
to  you  by  Messrs.  Baldwin  &  Co.,  Hermann  Boker  &  Co.,  Schuyler, 
Hartley  &  Graham,  on  Friday,  the  21st  instant,  at  4  o'clock  p.  ra. 

"*You  will  follow  the^e  instructions  faithfully,  for  it  is  important  that 
tliey  should  be  strictly  adhered  to. 

"  '  Itesi)ectfull3',  vour  obedient  servant, 

'<  <A.  B.  DYEE, 

'*  ^ Chief  of  Ordfiance. 

"'To  Major  S.  Crispin,  Box  181  New  York.' ' 

"It  was  known  at  that  time  that  these  arms  were  in  demand.  I  con- 
sider those  prices  as  being  perfectly  fair,  and  I  could  not  have  sold  the 
new  Springfields  at  less  than  $12  each,  and  a  cleaned  and  repaired  one, 
at  less  than  the  price  paid  for ;  that  is  to  say,  $9  30  each,  and  the  breech- 
loading  Springfields  less  than  $21,  the  price  of  cost  to  the  Government. 
From  October  4,  1870,  while  I  was  absent  from  the  Ordnance  OflQce, 
the  War  Department  had  decided  not  to  sell  the  new  Springfields  less 
than  $12,  and  the  cleaned  and  repaired  ones  less  than  $8.  After  my 
return  to  the  office,  about  October  13,  1870,  some  higher  bids  than  $8 
I)er  arm  had  been  received  at  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  for  the  Springfields 
cleaned  and  repaired. 

"In  answer  to  your  inquiries  relating  to  the  quality  of  the  material  of 
ordnance  sold  by  the  Department,  I  have  to  state  that  the  whole  of  it 
sold  as  good  for  the  service ;  was  considered  as  such  and  serviceable. 
It  i8  so  recorded  upon  the  inventory  books  of  the  arsenals,  and  was 
judged  as  being  good  for  use  by  the  commandants  of  the  arsenals.  It 
was  considered  as  proper  to  be  delivered  to  our  troops.    The  cartridges 


408       SALE  OF  ARMS  BV  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT. 

which  were  sold  had  beea  duly  inspected  before  being  accepted  by  the 
United  States ;  they  were  regarded  as  good  for  the  service,  and  proi)er 
to  be  distributed  to  the  troops  at  the  time  of  the  sale. 

^'lu  confirming  what  I  have  already  stated  relating  to  the  situation  of 
the  house  of  Messrs.  E.  Kemingtou  &  Sons,  I  have  to  add  that  the  re- 
port made  in  1862  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  by  fhe  commission  of 
ordnance  and  military  supplies,  recorded  in  this  Bureau,  tends  to  show 
that  that  firm  is  held  by  the  commission  as  being  eminently  loyal  and 
patriotic.  Upon  this  point  I  respectfully  beg  leave  to  refer  you  to  the 
letter  from  General  Holt,  from  which  these  lines  are  a  transcript : 

'^  *  Among  the  proposals  there  is  one  from  Messrs.  B.  Bemington  & 
Sons  for  40,000  Springfields,  at  $16  each,  which  is  thus  far  the  most 
advantageous  offer  yet  made.  We  recommend,  as  a  means  of  fixing  the 
price  of  that  arm  to  a  fair  rate,  the  immediate  acceptance  of  the  proposal 
of  Messrs.  E.  Eemiugton  &  Sons,  and  to  make  a  contract  with  them. 
Mr.  Bemington  is  one  of  the  oldest  manufacturers  of  arms  in  the  United 
States.  *  He  is  a  man  of  high  character,  of  undoubted  solvency,  and  in 
his  interviews  with  us  he  has  shown  a  spirit  of  patriotism  which  cannot 
be  praised  too  highly.  His  example,  were  it  encouraged  in  time,  conld 
not  fail  to  prove  very  useful  to  the  Government. 

"M.  HOLT, 

" '  Commisfnoner, 

"  Very  respectfully^,  your  obedient  servant, 

'*A.  B.  DYEB, 
"  Chief  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Army'' 

I  have  given  instructions  that  the  official  seal  of  this  Department  l»e 
affixed  to  this  commufiieation,  under  my  hand. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

W.  W.  BELKNAP, 

Secretary  of  War, 


Exhibit  No.  16. 

No.  L 

Between  the  undersigned,  the  minister  of  war  and  of  the  interior,  stipu- 
lating in  the  name  of  the  French  government,  on  the  one  part,  and 
Messrs.  Valentine  &  Billing,  merchants,  residing  in  Loudon,  5  Lith- 
burg  street,  and  William  Saint  Laurent,  merchant,  residing  at  Mar- 
seilles, and  recently  at  Tours,  on  the  other  part,  have  agreed  as 
follows : 

Article  L 

Messrs.  Valentine,  Billing,  and  William  Saint  Laurent  agree  to  sell  to 
the  minister  of  war — 

1.  Seventy  thousand  Enfield  guns,  rifled  and  with  bayonets,  forty 
thousand  new  ones  and  thirty  thousand  having  already  been  used,  but 
repaired,  cleaned,  inspected,  and  made  new  by  the  gun-makers  employed 
in  the  arsenals  of  the  United  States,  warranted  to  be  in  a  i>erfect  condi- 
tion for  service  in  every  respect,  at  the  rate  of  forty- three  francs  eacli, 
delivered  on  the  wharf  at  Bordeaux. 

2.  One  thousand  Enfield  carbines,  new,  with  saber  bayonets,  perfectly 
serviceable,  at  the  rate  of  forty  francs  each,  and  to  be  delivered  as  above 
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3.  Twent3^-five  batteries  of  six  guns  each,  Parrott  system,  rifled, 
with  gun-carriages,  harnesses,  saddles,  exchange- wheels,  forges,  artillery 
wagons,  tools,  sponges,  appurtenances,  caissons  for  ammunition,  all  to 
be  in  jjerfect  condition ;  in  short,  with  everything  that  composes  the 
material  of  the  batteries,  according  to  the  ordnance  regulations  of  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  ready  to  take  the  field  immediately,  with 
the  exception  of  the  horses,  and  with  the  express  condition  that  the 
rifling  of  the  pieces  shall  be  in  a  perfect  state  of  preservation,  and  that 
the  range  of  the  guns  shall  be  at  least  four  thousand  meters,  (yards?) 

The  price  for  each  of  the  said  complete  batteries,  as  above  mentioned, 
is  fixed  by  contract  at  seventy-five  thousand  francs,  delivered  on  the 
wharf  at  Bordeaux. 

4.  The  necessary  ammunition  for  the  8ui)ply  of  the  said  batteries 
wi]l  be  at  the  rate  of  six  hundred  rounds  for  each  gun,  at  the  price  of 
fifteen  francs  and  thirty-five  centimes  per  round.  The  supply  composed 
exclusively  of  hollow  projectiles  will  be  made  of  two-thirds  in  shells  and 
one-third  in  canisters.  The  shells  shall  be  provided  with  percussion- 
caps,  if  there  are  any  in  the  arsenals  of  the  United  States. 

Article  II. 

All  these  war  implements,  arms,  and  ammunition  shall  be  examined 
and  controlled  in  the  United  States,  before  being  shipped,  by  French 
agents  accredited  for  that  purpose.  The  contractors  agree  to  deliver  to 
the  said  agents,  and,  for  each  kind  of  arms,  a  certificate  from  the  Uni- 
ted States  Government,  guaranteeing  the  good  qualit}^  thereof.  How- 
ever, the  French  agents  will  always  have  the  right  to  inspect  the  said 
war  implements,  arms,  and  ammunition,  and  to  refuse  them  if  they 
have  sufficient  motives  for  so  doing.  They  shall  affix  their  mark  upon 
the  boxes  of  arms  accepted  by  them,  and  all  the  other  boxes,  not  bear- 
ing that  mark,  shall  be  refused  on  their  arrival.  An  inventory  shall  be 
made  by  the  French  agents,  showing  the  number  or  name  of  cases,  the 
number  of  wagons,  caissons,  appurtenances,  &c.,  accepted  by  them. 
That  document  shall  be  delivered  to  the  captain  of  the  vessel,  upon  the 
arrival  of  the  goods,  and  all  the  objects  not  packed,  and  not  included 
in  the  statement,  or  not  accompanied  by  a  receipt,  shall  be  refused 
on  their  reaching  the  port  of  destination. 

Article  III. 

After  having  been  received  by  the  French  agents,  the  arms,  war  imple- 
inent8,and  ammunition  shall  be  shipped  at  New  York,  forwarded  and  de- 
livered on  the  wharf  at  Bordeaux,  in  their  boxes,  and  in  good  condition, 
at  the  expense,  risks,  and  perils  of  the  contractors.  The  transportation 
can  be  made  upon  one  or  several  vessels,  on  the  condition,  however, 
tiiateach  vessel  shall  carry  a  full  number  of  complete  batteries,  together 
with  their  accessories  and  ammunitions. 

Article  IV. 

The  arrival  of  the  cargoes  at  Bordeaux  must  take  place  within  a  de- 
lay of  thirty  days  from  the  30th  instant,  provided  that  the  inspection  to 
be  made  by  the  French  agents  shall  begin  as  soon  as  possible,  and  be 
concluded  by  the  18th  of  December  next.  If,  however,  owing  to  some 
causes  independent  from  the  French  agents,  that  examination  was  not 
conclnded  within  the  above-mentioned  date,  every  day  of  the  delay 
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shall  be  recorded  in  an  official  report,  both  parties  being  represented, 
and  be  added  to  the  delay  for  delivering  the  arms,  as  above  prescribed. 

Article  V. 

The  price  of  the  sapplies  shall  be  paid  in  drafts  at  sixty  days*  si<rl)t 
from  the  date  of  the  departure  of  the  vessel  from  New  York.  Thes<» 
drafts  to  be  paid  at  Bordeaux  aud  accepted  by  the  Bank  of  Franco  af- 
ter the  unloading  and  the  inspection  of  the  arms.  A  minimnni  delay 
of  forty  days  must  take  place  between  the  receipt  of  the  cargoes  and 
the  payment  of  the  drafts.  If,  owing  to  a  delay  in  the  arrival  of  tbe 
vessel,  there  was  less  than  forty  days  between  the  date  of  the  receipt  of 
the  arms  at  Bordeaux  and  the  maturity  of  the  said  drafts,  the  necessary 
number  of  days  to  complete  the  forty  days  between  the  date  of  the  re- 
ception of  the  goods,  of  the  unloading  at  the  port  of  arrival,  and  of  the 
expiration  of  the  drafts,  shall  be  granted  for  the  payment  thereof. 
Drafts  shall  correspond  to  the  number  of  the  ships  chartered. 

Article  VI. 

The  unloading  of  the  cargoes  shall  begin  twenty-four  hours,  at  the 
latest,  after  the  military  authorities  at  Bordeaux  shall  have  been  advised 
of  the  aiTival  of  the  ships  at  that  port.  The  removal  shall  begin  and 
be  continued  with  the  greatest  haste,  and,  as  far  as  possible,  as  rapidly 
as  the  vessel  can  unload. 

Article  VII. 

The  arms  which  might  be  found  injured  shall  be  repaired  at  the 
expense  of  the  contractors,  and  the  price  levied  upon  the  security  which 
shall  be  mentioned  hereafter;  if  the  objects  were  unserviceable  and 
not  susceptible  of  being  repaired  in  a  short  time,  they  shall  be  refused, 
and  the  price  thereof  recovered  from  the  said  security.  Any  defect 
found  in  the  arms  furnished  shall  cause  the  renewel  of  a  similar  dedac- 
tion. 

Article  VIII. 

In  order  to  secure  the  payment  of  the  drafts,  Messrs.  Valentine,  Bill- 
ing, and  William  Saint  Laurent  agree  to  deposit  in  a  banking-hoase  of 
^[ew  York,  which  shall  be  accepted  by  the  French  Government,  a 
security  of  one  million  of  francs,  which  shall  be  forfeited  injijehalfof 
the  French  Government,  in  case — 

1st.  Of  non-execution  of  the  present  contract,  or  of  delay  which  coahl 
not  be  accounted  for  by  the  dangers  of  the  sea,  or  by  the  motives  8tat<;<l 
in  Article  IV.  The  passage  between  New  York  and  Bordeaux  i?i 
calculated  to  last  twelve  davs. 

2d.  In  case  the  implements,  arras,  and  ammunitions  were  not  in 
accordance  with  the  stipulations  of  the  contract. 

3d.  In  case  the  arms,  ammunitions,  and  other  objects  were  not 
furnished  in  number  and  quality  as  above  specified — in  that  case,  the 
French  Government  would  have  but  a  proportional  part,  in  the  sitid 
scQurity,  according  to  the  value  of  the  arms  and  ammunitions,  or  ohjett< 
not  delivered. 

Article  IX. 

The  differences  relating  to  the  immcdinte  execution  of  the  present 
contract  shall  be  decide<l  by  the  minister  of  war  without  api)eal  to  the 
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coiiucil  of  state.  For  tbat  purjiose  Messrs.  Valentine,  Billin*?,  and  Wil- 
liam Saint  Laurent  established  their  office  in  the  bureaus  of  the  war  de- 
partment. 

Article  X. 

The  stamps  and  recording  of  the  present  contract  are  at  the  expense 
of  the  contractor. 

Done  and  approved  at  Tours,  in  five  originals,  the  28th  day  of  Novem- 
Ivr,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventy. 

November  28, 1870. 

Signed,  passed,  and  approved. 

LEON  GAMBBTTA. 


TELEGRAM  OF  GENERAX.  SCHOFIELD. 

The  committee  having,  by  an  order  previously  made,  directed  the 
chairman  to  transmit  to  General  John  M.  Schofield,  United  States  Army, 
at  San  Francisco,  formerly  Secretary  of  War,  copies  of  those  portions 
of  the  testimony  of  General  Dyer  and  other  witnesses  which  related  to 
the  construction  of  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20, 1868,  "  directing  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  sell  damaged  or  unserviceable  arms,  ordnance,  and 
ordnance  stores,''  with  a  request  that  he  should  telegraph  whether  the 
statements  in  the  testimony  were  correct,  the  chairman  presented  the 
following  telegram  received  by  him : 

"  San  Francisco,  March  28, 1872. 
'*  Hon.  H.  Hamlin  : 

"My  recollection  of  my  construction  of  the  law  of  July,  1868,  relative 
to  sale  of  arms,  ordnance,  and  ordnance  stores,  agrees  substantially  with 
the  testimony  of  Generjil  Dyer  before  committee. 

"J.  M.  SCHOFIELD, 

"  Major  General,^ 


Washington,  April  1, 1872. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  a  communication  from  the  Marquis  de  Cham- 
bran,  in  relation  to  the  testimony  which  he  gave  on  Friday,  which  I 
will  read : 

"Washington,  D.  C,  April  1, 1872. 

•'Sib:  So  far  as  I  can  remember,  I  believe  that  in  my  testimony  of 
the  28th  instant  I  made  a  slight  mistake,  which  I  beg  you  to  permit  me 
to  correct.  I  was  asked  by  one  of  the  members  of  the  committee 
whether  the  copy  of  the  Garrison  contract  for  the  purchase  of  batteries 
of  artillery  was  given  to  me  by  the  legation.  My  answer  should  have 
l>een  that  the  free  copy,  which  I  had  the  honor  to  communicate  to  the 
committee,  had  been  forwarded  to  Vicount  Treilhard  by  one  of  the  con- 
tractors ;  that  the  French  minister  declined  to  receive  it  oflBcially,  and 
that  it  was  left  in  his  hands  merely  for  his  own  private  information. 

"I  beg  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  be  so  kind  as  to  read  this  letter  to  the 
committee. 

"I  am,  with  great  respect,  sir,  your  most  obedient  servant. 

^'CHAMBRUN. 

"  Hon.  H.  Hamlin, 

'^Chairman  of  the  Special  Committee 

"  to  Investigate  the  Sale  of  Arms.^ 
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Washington,  April  1, 1872. 
Amory  Edwards  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Qaestion.  Do  you  live  in  New  York? — Answer.  I  live  in  Brooklyn 
and  do  business  in  New  York. 

Q.  What  is  your  business! — A.  I  am  connected  with  the  firm  of  Schuy- 
ler, Hartley  &  Graham. 

Q.  Were  you  connected  with  the  firm  of  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham 
during  the  period  of  the  French^German  war  f — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Were  jou  a  member  of  the  firm  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  am  not  a  member 
of  the  firm. 

Q.  Were  you  employed  in  any  business  connected  with  the  sale  of 
arms  from  the  Government  to  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham! — A.  I  was. 

Q.  In  what  way  were  you  connected  with  that ! — A.  I  came  to  Wash- 
ington and  put  in  a  bid  for  that  firm  for  a  portion  of  the  arms.  We  were 
notified  and  invited  to  present  bids  on  the  20th  of  October,  1870. 

Q.  Had  you  put  in  bids  before  that ! — A.  The  firm  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  putting  in  bids,  but  not  by  me. 

Q.  Were  you  in  New  York  in  December,  1870  ! — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Did  you  see  at  that  time  Mr.  Samuel  Remington  there! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversations  with  him! — A.  I  had  no  conversa- 
tions with  him  regarding  his  business. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversations  with  Mr.  Squire,  his  son-in-law, 
r^arding  his  business  ! — A.  I  did  have  conversations  with  Mr.  Squire. 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  the  business  of  Mr.  Samuel  Eemingtou 
to  be  here! — A.  Purchasing  arms  for  the  French  government. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  him  to  say  that  he  was  here  for  the  purpose 
of  purchasing  breech-loading  muskets! — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  see  General  Dyer  in  New  York  at  the  time! — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  see  General  Dyer  during  the  month  of  December,  1870, 
or  thereabouts! — A.  I  cannot  specify  the  date;  I  saw  him  at  Fraukford, 
in  Pennsylvania. 

Q.  Whom  else  did  you  see  there! — A.  Mr.  Samuel  Remington,  Colonel 
Squire,  and  Colonel  Treadwell. 

Q.  Who  is  Colonel  Treadwell! — A.  The  commander  of  the  Prankford 
arsenal,  near  Philadelphia. 

Q.  Is  the  Frankford  arsenal  the  place  where  cartridges  are  manufac- 
tured for  the  United  States! — ^A.  It  is. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  any  conversations  between  General  Dyer  and  Mr. 
Remington  and  Colonel  Treadwell  about  the  manufacture  of  cart- 
ridges!— A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  learn,  then,  on  what  business  General  Dyer  and  Mr.  Rem- 
ington were  at  Frankford  ! — A.  One  of  the  employees  of  the  arsenal  told 
me  that  Mr.  Remington  was  there  to  purchase  cartridges.  That  was  the 
only  information  I  had. 

Q.  What  employ^'^  was  that! — A.  One  of  the  foremen,  I  think.  His 
name  was  Gill. 

Q.  What  did  he  tell  you  about  it  ? 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  proper  evidence  ! 

Mr.  Carpenter.  We  had  better  send  for  Mr.  Gill. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Schurz.)  Very  well.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with 
any  other  man  at  Fraukford  about  that  point ! — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Colonel  Squire  there  ! — A.  I  saw  him,  but  did  not  see 
him  to  s])eak  to  him.  The  only  persons  I  spoke  to  were  Mr.  Gill  and 
Colonel  Treadwell. 
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Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  about  this  matter  with  Colonel 
Tread  well  ?— A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  So  the  only  person  with  whom  you  spoke  about  this  business  and 
who  gave  any  information  to  you  was  Mr.  Gill  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  stay  at  Frankford  arsenal  I — A.  About  halt  an 
hour. 

Q.  Was  it  during  that  time  that  Mr.  Eemiugton  and  General  Dyer 
and  Mr.  Squire  were  there  f — A.  It  was. 

Q.  Did  you  see  them  yourself  in  conference  there? — A.  Allow  me 
to  explain.  I  was  looking  at  some  machinery  the  Government  had 
for  sale,  and  saw  Mr.  Remington,  Colonel  Squire,  and  General  Dyer  in 
a  private  room.  I  did  not  go  in  there  t3  speak  to  them  because  my 
business  was  not  with  them. 

Q.  Who  was  in  that  room  ! — A.  General  Dyer,  Mr.  Remington,  Col- 
onel Squire,  and  Colonel  Treadwell. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  did  not  hear  anything  that  took  place  between  tliem  in  their 
conversation  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  As  near  as  you  can  fix  the  date  of  that  meeting! — A.  I  can  only 
say  it  was  in  December,  1870,  or  about  that  time. 

Q.  Can  you  not  say  whether  it  was  in  the  early  part  of  the  month,  or 
the  latter  part,  or  the  middle  t — A.  I  think  about  the  middle  of  De- 
cember. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  means  of  ascertaining  when  it  was  ? — A.  I  can  from 
my  memoranda. 

By  the  Chair^ian  : 

Q.  Please  communicate  to  me,  on  your  return,  if  you  have  a  memo- 
randa by  which  you  can  fix  the  exact  date. — A.  My  diary  will  give  the 
exact  day. 

Q.  Who  is  this  Mr.  Gill  of  whom  you  speak  ! — A.  He  was  one  of  the 
foremen,  an  inventor.  The  Government  purchased  some  patents  of  him, 
I  think.    In  conversation  with  him,  he  talked  about  patents. 

Q.  Was  he  a  commissioned  officer! — A.  I  think  he  is  merely  a 
mechanic. 

Q.  Head  mechanic  f — A.  A  heiul  mechanic. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Do  you  know  where  he  is  now  f — A.  He  is  at  Frankford,  I  believe. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  With  whom  have  you  had  any  conversation  in  relation  to  the 
subject-matter  before  this  committee  f — A.  All  these  arms  transactions 
have  been  subjects  of  conversation,  a«  a  business  matter,  with  members 
of  the  firm.  I  cannot  recall  any  particular  conversation.  It  has  not 
l>een  brought  up  for  some  months  past. 

Q.  Who  in  New  York  have  you  conversed  with  about  it  f — ^A,  With 
ilifferent  members  of  the  firm  of  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Any  one  else  t — ^A.  I  do  not  recall  any  one. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  the  Marquis  deOhainli)nuxT-^ 
A.  N^o,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  SCHURZ  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  him  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  him  by  sight  even. 
Q.  Have  you  any  other  thing  to  communicate  that  you  know  with 
regard  to  the  sales  of  arms  that  took  place  f — A.  I  do  not  think  I  have. 

By  Mr.  CARPENTER : 
Q.  Were  you  subpcenaed  here! — A.  Yes,  sir. 


Washington,  April  1,  187i\ 
Mortimer  L.  Mackenzie  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Question.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  the  Marquis  de  Cbam- 
brun  recently? — Answer.  I  have  never  seen  the  gentleman. 

Q.  You  live  in  Kew  York  ? — A.  Y'es,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  your  business  there  ? — A.  Shipping ;  I  am  cashier  of  the 
French  line  of  steamers — the  general  transatlantic  company. 

Q.  Did  you,  during  the  period  of  the  French-German  war,  have  auy 
correspondence  with  anybody  connected  with  the  War  Department 
about  the  purchase  of  arms  ! — A.  Kot  directly. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  correspondence  with  anybody  connected  with 
the  War  Department  indirectly  ! — A.  No,  sir.  I  suppose  correspond- 
ence did  take  place,  because  diflferent  brokers  came  to  me  and  offereil 
to  sell  arms. 

Q.  Who  were  those  brokers  ? — A.  One  was  a  Mr.  Martin ;  I  cannot 
tell  you  his  full  name;  his  business  residence  is  in  Exchange  court. 

Q.  What  other  names  can  you  give? — A.  There  is  a  Mr.  Scheuck. 
who,  so  far  as  I  know,  has  no  place  of  business ;  he  has,  I  believe,  some 
little  i^roperty,  and  just  makes  money  where  he  can.  Those  gentlemen 
both  came  to  me  and  claimed  to  have  some  influence  with  the  Depart- 
ment, and  in  both  cases  I  offered  to  pay  them  $25,000  if  thej"  would 
secure  me  100,000  Springfields.    They  failed  in  both  cases. 

Q.  You  say  you  offered  them  $25,000! — A.  Twenty-five  cents  a  gim: 
that  would  make  it  $25,000. 

Q.  Did  any  one  of  them  tell  you  with  whom  to  correspond  in  Wash- 
ington about  itf — A.  Mr.  Schenck  asked  me  if  I  would  write  a  note 
to  some  lady ;  I  think  her  name  was  Davis.  I  do  not  wish  to  testify  on 
oath  to  that,  because  it  is  so  long  ago,  and  I  looked  through  my  letter- 
book  and  could  not  find  any  copy  of  it.  It  was  a  mere  note,  saying 
that  if  she  would  get  me  the  refusal  for  twenty-four  hours  of  fifty  or 
one  hundred  thousand  Springfields  at  a  certain  price,  I  thought  I  coald 
dispose  of  them ;  and  I  never  had  any  response. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  Mrs.  Davis  was? — A,  I  do  not.  I  never  saw 
her. 

Q.  Did  you  not  receive  a  reply  from  Washington  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  not  visited  by  a  general  from  Washington  ! — A.  Xo. 
sir.  Those  are  the  only  two  I  remember,  Mr.  Martin  and  Mr.  Schenck. 
with  whom  I  had  any  communication  in  regard  to  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment or  the  War  Department. 

Q.  Did  not  a  general  come  to  you  with  a  reply  from  the  War  Depart- 
ment ? — A.  No,  sir. 

-  Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  about  this  subject  with  any- 
body f — A.  Nothing  more  than  talking  about  it  the  way  I  have  within 
the  last  few  months. 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Where  did  you  uiHlerstaiid  tliat  Mrs.  Davis  lived  ;  here  in  Wash- 
ington f — A.  1  vSiipposed  so. 

Q.  Did  you  direct  your  letter  to  W^ishington  f — A.  My  impression  is 
uo. 

Q.  Where  did  you  direct  it  ? — A.  I  handed  it  to  Mr.  Scheuck. 

Q.  Without  any  direction  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  address. 
Of  course  I  was  under  the  impression  that  she  lived  here. 

I3y  Mr.  SciiURZ : 

Q.  You  say  j'ou  were  never  visited  by  any  general  ? — A.  Never. 

Q.  At  your  oflfice,  58  Broadway  f — A.  1  was  never  visited  bj'  any 
official  of  the  Government  in  reference  to  arms. 

Q.  W^ere  you  visited  by  a  man  styling  himself  a  general,  not  con- 
nected with  Washington,  in  reference  to  this  matter? — A.  The  only  one 
that  ever  was  an  oflicer  of  the  Army,  that  I  know  of,  was  Colonel  Squire. 

Q.  He  came  to  you  ? — A.  He  shipped  a  great  many  arms  by  our 
steamers,  and  of  course  we  had  frequent  conversations. 

Q.  Was  there  ever  a  proposition  made  to  you  that  you  should  receive 
twenty-tive  cents  on  each  musket! — A.  No,  sir;  the  way  we  did  the 
biivsiness,  my  brother  was  in  France.  We  had  several  lots  of  arms  put 
in  our  hands  for  sale. 

Q.  By  whom? — A.  Ditierent  parties ;  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham, 
Jiemington  &  Sons,  and  in  several  instances  we  asked  {hem  to  give  us 
the  refusal  for  so  many  hours.  We  forwarded  by  telegraph  the  price  to 
hliu,  and  he  to  make  in  addition  as  much  as  possible. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  dispatch  from  your  brother,  who  was  then  in 
France,  advising  you  to  buy  100,000  Springfield  muskets! — A.  We  re- 
ceived a  dispatch,  telling  us  that  almost  anything  we  offered  could  then 
be  sold.  That  is,  they  were  so  anxious  to  obtain  guns  they  would  take 
almost  any  kind. 

Q.  Did  you,  on  the  strength  of  that  dispatch,  write  a  letter  to  the  War 
Department  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  corresponded  with  the  War  Depart- 
ment at  all. 

Q.  J)id  any  member  of  your  firm  do  so? — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  attend  to  the  shipment  of  arms  ! — A.  Father  and  I  did, 
iKftween  us.  Father  is  the  general  agent  of  the  company,  and  I  am 
the  cashier ;  but  at  that  time  there  being  very  little  of  the  ordinary 
routine  of  business  to  be  done,  I  did  a  good  deal  of  the  out-door  work. 

Q.  Were  you  present,  sometimes,  when  arms  were  shipped  on  board 
your  vessels  ? — A.  Very  frequently. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  lighters,  with  arms,  arrive  at  the  dock  of  the 
French  Transatlantic  Steamship  Company  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  1 
was  ever  present  exactly  at  the  moment  of  arrivals.  I  have  very  often 
seen  them  there. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  arms  transferred  from  the  lighters  to  the  ship  ! 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  were  they  transferred ! — A.  Transferred  by  our  stevedores' 

gang. 
Q.  Were  they  transferred  directly  from  the  lighters  to  the  steamer  ! 

— A.  They  may  have  been  in  some  special  instances,  but  I  would  not 

like  to  svvear  that  I  ever  saw  a  case  shipped  that  way.    As  a  general 

rule,  the  delays  were  so  great  in  obtaining  the  arms,  I  think,  that  for  six 

or  eight  months  we  never  sent  a  steamer  on  the  day  appointed.    Con- 

ser^uently,  we  did  everything  we  could  to  induce  the  shippers  to  send 
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the  arms  tliere  in  advance.    As  a  general  rule,  when  a  steamer  arrived, 
the  entire  cargo  was  on  the  pier. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  That  is,  the  entire  cargo  that  was  going  back  on  that  steamer? 
— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Were  yon  ever  present  when  arms  were  taken  directly  from  tlie 
lighters  into  the  ship? — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  the  cases  when  they  arrived  on  board  the  ship  ?— 
A.  A  great  many  ;  of  course  not  all. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  they  were  marked? — A.  A  great  variety  of 
marks. 

Q.  For  instance,  what? — A.  We  marked  those  we  shipped  ourselves,! 
think,  generally,  "  G.  M.'^ — father's  initials. 

Q.  What  other  marks  did  you  see  on  those  cases  ? — A.  There  was 
"R.  F." — Remington  Fils,  Remington  &  Sons.  I  think  those  were 
only  on  cases  that  came  from  their  factory  at  Ilion,  so  far  as  I  know. 
Then  I  think  some  of  Austin  Baldwin  &  Oo.'s  shipments  were  marked 
"  A.  B.  &  Co."  I  can  easily  find  the  different  marks,  if  there  is  any 
particuler  object  in  having  them,  from  the  manifests  that  we  placed  in 
the  custom-house. 

Q.  Have  you  the  manifests  still  ? — A.  Certainly ;  we  keep  a  press 
copy  of  everything. 

Q.  Were  the  marks  ever  indicated  on  the  manifest  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  let  us  have  those  manifests  ? — A.  I  have  not  them  with 
me.    I  can  telegraph  for  them. 

The  Chairman.  You  will  forward  them  when  you  go  home. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  A  statement  in  regard  to  those  marks  is  all  we 
want,  I  suppose. 

The  Witness.  I  can  do  that. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  have  ever  any  correspondence  with  Colonel  Crispin  about 
the  shipment  of  arms! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  frequently  at  the  ordnance  office  at  New  York  daring 
that  period  ! — A.  Only,  I  think,  on  one  occasion. 

Q.  What  was  the  occasion  ! — A.  Driving  up  town  with  Colonel  Squire 
one  night,  and  then  we  saw  no  one ;  we  were  too  late ;  the  officers  had 
all  gone  home ;  it  was  after  dark,  I  remember. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Colonel  Squire  and  Colonel  Crispin  together  ?— A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  With  whom  did  Colonel  Squire  converse  then  f — ^A.  I  do  not  know 
who  it  was — some  messenger  or  clerk  ;  no  one  in  uniform ;  no  one  that  I 
knew. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  understanding  between  Colonel  Squire  and 
Colonel  Crispin  with  regard  to  the  shipment  of  arms  ! — ^A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  indications  who  that  lady  was,  named  Mrs. 
Davis  ? — A.  No  more  than  what  I  have  already  said. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Schenck  tell  you  who  she  was! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  make  no  intimation  at  all  f — A.  Nothing  that  I  can  remem- 
ber ;  I  am  very  confident  that  he  did  not. 

Q.  So  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  had  no  communication  firom 
the  War  Department  at  all  f — A.  None. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tell  anybody  that  you  had  ? — A.^No,  sir. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  is  this  Mr.  Schenck  that  called  on  youf— A.  I  think  I  could 
find  him,  but  I  am  not  positive.  The  only  acquaintance  I  previously 
had  with  him  was  meeting  him  on  a  summer  excursion  up  at  Lake 
Mabopac.  I  suppose  he  saw  in  the  papers  that  arms  were  being  ship- 
ped, and  came  to  me  and  made  this  proposition.  1  had  not  seen  him 
for  a  long  time. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Is  he  a  broker  I — A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  he  does  no  business.  I  think 
he  is  a  roan  of  moderate  means,  and  lives  along,  and  when  he  sees  a 
little  chance  to  do  a  little  brokerage  business,  he  does  it. 

Q.  Was  he  a  broker  then  I — A.  No.  1  say  that  I  think  he  wa«  doing 
no  business  whatever. 

Q.  Yet  he  made  a  proposition  to  you  about  arms  ? — A.  He  made  this 
proposition. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  As  a  merchant,  if  you  were  to  make  a  contract  with  gentlemen  to 
deliver  hay  or  any  heavy  article  upon  a  pier  to  be  shipped,  and  it  should 
subsequently  be  taken  to  the  ship  by  a  lighter,  is  it  not  ordinarily  the 
practice  there  to  take  it  as  well  from  the  lighter  as  from  the  docks ; 
would  not  that  be  a  compliance  with  such  a  contract! — A.  That  would 
be  the  general  custom ;  to  receive  it  directly  from  the  lighter ;  it  would 
have  one  handling. 

Q.  In  all  shipments  and  sales  of  arms,  do  you  know  of  any  Govern- 
ment  official  who  realized  any  profit  out  of  them! — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Or  bad  anything  to  do  with  them  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Were  the  Erie,  the  Ontario,  the  Hi^a,  and  the  City  of  Buenos 
Ayres  loaded  or  unloaded  at  your  pier  f — A.  No,  sir ;  they  never  lauded 
at  our  pier.  The  statement  having  gone  abroad  that  they  had  been,  it 
would  look  as  if  I  had  neglected  to  collect  several  thousands  of  dollars. 
I  see,  by  your  report  of  the  testimony,  that  it  is  correct.  It  is  not  as 
stated  in  the  newspapers. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Did  any  other  steamers,  except  the  steamers  of  the  French  Trans- 
atlantic Companj',  laud  at  Pier  No.  50? — A.  Not  for  taking  arms. 

Q.  All  arms  that  were  shipped  were  shipped  on  board  the  French 
steamers  on  that  pier  f — A.  AH  that  came  to  our  pier. 


Washington,  April  2, 1872. 

The  Chairman  stated  that  he  had  received  from  Mr.  J.  W.  Simonton, 
of  the  Associated  Press,  the  following  letter : 

"Associated  Press, 
"  General  Agency,  149  Broadway,  New  York, 

''March  30,  1872. 
"Hon,  H.  Hamlin,  Chairman^  dkc: 

"  D£AB  Sir  :  Our  London  agent  telegraphed  us  this  morning  that  the 
Paris  dispatch  of  9th  February  last,  in  regard  to  which  I  testified  before 
your  committee  on  Monday,  was  an  extract  from  the  lithographic 

27  s  A 
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correspondence  sent  by  the  Havas  Agency,  of  Paris,  to  the  country 
journals. 

**The  Havas  Agency,  as  you  doubtless  know,  is  similar  in  character  to 
the  Renter  Agency,  of  London — the  former  operating  on  the  continent, 
and  the  latter  finding  its  field  chiefly  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

*'Our  correspondent  informs  us  that  he  is  still  investigating  to  ascer- 
tain, if  possible,  the  source  of  Havas's  information. 
"  Very  respectfully, 

"  J.  W.  SIMONTON, 

^^  General  AgentP 


Washington,  April  2, 1872. 
vGeorge  M.  Eobeson  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

(Q.  You  are  Secretary  of  the  Kavy  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

<Q.  There  has  incidentally  come  out  in  this  investigation  some  infor- 
mation in  relation  to  a  sale  negotiated  between  yourself  and  Poultuey, 
Trimble  &  Co.,  of  Baltimore.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  all  the 
circumstances  in  relation  to  that  sale? — A.  I  will  state  all  I  know  aboat 
it.  On  the  20th  of  January,  1871,  I  received  a  letter  from  Poultney, 
Trimble  &  Co.,  arms-dealers,  Baltimore,  Maryland,  which  I  will  read. 

[The  correspondence  of  which  the  letter  referred  to  is  part  is  annexed 
to  the  testimony,  marked  Exhibit  No.  17.  The  letter  read  by  Secretary 
Bobeson  is  dated  Baltimore,  January  20,  1871,  addressed  to  him,  and 
signed  *' Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  arms-dealers,  Baltimore,  Maryland."] 

In  explanation  of  the  meaning  of  this  letter,  it  is  proper  I  should  state 
that  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  of  the  Navy  Department  had  some  time 
before  ordered  or  contracted  to  have  10,000  Kemington  rifles  manufac- 
tured for  us  at  the  Springfield  armory,  that  being  pretty  nearly  the 
amount  of  small-arms  of  that  character  that  we  use  in  the  Navy. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Is  the  Eemington  rifle  the  arm  adopted  forthe  use  of  the  marines  f— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  of  the  Navy.  There  had  been  a  board  sitting  for  some 
months,  I  believe,  to  select  the  proper  weapon ;  they  tried  a  great  num- 
ber, and  I  believe  they  recommended  the  Kemington  rifles.  We  ordered 
10,000  of  them. 

By  Mr.  Ames: 

Q.  You  say  you  contracted  with  the  Ordnance  Department  of  the 
Army! — A.  1  believe  we  did,  to  manufacture  them  for  us  there.  We 
had,  however,  to  pay  a  royalty  to  the  Bemingtons  of  a  dollar  a  gan,  I 
believe.  They  cost  us,  as  far  as  could  be  ascertained,  between  $14  and 
$15  a  gun.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  was  with  the  royalty  on  orofif. 
It  was  either  between  $14  and  $15  with  the  royalty  off,  or  $l5  and  $16 
with  the  royalty  on.    The  chief  of  the  Bure^iu  will  be  able  to  tell  you. 

By  Mr.  SCHUBZ : 

Q.  You  had  to  pay  that  price  to  the  Army  Ordnance  Bureau!— 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  what  we  agreed  to  do.  In  the  process  of  the  man- 
ufacture  of  these  guns  they  are  all  got  out  together ;  that  is,  the  parts 
of  them — not  one  gun  manufactured,  and  then  another,  but  all  the  pieces 
are  manufactured  together.  There  was  found  what  was  considered  in 
our  Department  a  detect  in  the  guns  ]  that  is,  a  defect  in  the  arrange- 
ment— not  that  the  guns  were  not  serviceable,  and  very  good  guns,  I 
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hare  no  doubt,  bat  they  were  not  considered  perfect ;  and  therefore,  I 
believe,  we  were  willing  to  sell  them. 

Q.  What  was  the  defect! — A.  I  do  not  know;  the  chief  of  the  Bnreaa 
will  tell  you — ^it  was  something  about  the  sights,  I  believe.  I  do  not  suppose 
it  was  aVery  great  defect,  but  as  these  were  our  whole  stock,  and  we  were 
buying  them  for  our  own  use,  we  wanted  as  near  a  perfect  gun  as  we 
could  get.  At  that  time  this  proposition  was  made  to  tiike  these  10,000 
gans  and  to  pay  such  a  price  for  them  as  would,  at  what  they  cost  us, 
give  us  about  two  thousand  more  muskets  than  those  we  had  before  con- 
tracted for.  This  letter  was  then  written  to  me,  and  I  find  that  I  then 
indorsed  upon  it  and  my  indorsement,  under  my  initials  is  the  only 
recollection  I  have  of  it — "Bureau  of  Ordnance:  If  this  arrangement 
can  be  made  with  advantage  to  the  Government,  is  there  any  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  done  f— G.  M.  E." 

By  Mr.  LoGAi} : 

Q.  That  is,  you  referred  it  to  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  in  your  Depart- 
ment!— A.  "Bureau  of  Ordnance ''  here  means  that  it  was  referred  to 
the  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  and  that  was  the  remark  I  make  upon  it. 
That  being  referred  to  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  the  arrangement  wa« 
made  with  these  people.  That  is,  I  believe,  the  last  I  had  to  do  with 
it,  except  that,  during  the  progress  of  the  negotiation  there  was  some 
question  about  the  bayonets.  I  believe  the  parties  did  not  want  the 
bayonets,  and  as  they  were  not  manufactured,  we  deducted  $1 50  from 
the  price  they  were  to  pay,  and  they  did  not  receive  the  bayonets.  The 
resnlt  was  that  they  took  these  10,000  muskets,  and  paid  for  them  at 
the  armorj',  I  suppose.  We  never  had  any  of  the  money ;  it  did  not 
come  into  our  Department;  but  we  required,  before  we  could  complete 
the  arrangement,  that  they  should  put  up  a  margin  of  $40,000,  which 
was  supposed  to  be  the  difference  between  what  these  arms  would  ulti- 
mately cost  us  and  what  they  were  willing  to  pay,  which  would  be 
2,000  more  muskets,  at  $20  a  musket.  They  did  deposit  that  amount, 
either  with  the  Army  Bureau  of  Ordnance  or  $kt  the  armory,  I  do  not 
know  which }  we  did  not  have  it  at  all ;  and  we  delivered  them  the 
10,000  muskets,  or  they  got  them  as  they  were  put  together,  they  being, 
as  I  say,  in  process  of  manufacture  at  the  same  time.  The  money  they 
paid  for  them,  being  the  cost  and  an  additional  $40,000,  has  availed  to 
give  us  12,000  muskets  of  the  pattern  we  wanted,  instead  of  10,000, 
besides  a  considerable  number  of  extra  pieces — not  extra  muskets,  but 
extra  parts.  You  know  these  arms  are  all  made  on  one  pattern — extra 
screws,  spare  parts,  as  they  call  them. 

By  the  Ch:AIRMAN 

Q.  State,  if  you  know,  when  the  delivery  of  the  arms  was  made  ? — 
A.  This  proiwsition  was  made  on  the  20th  of  January,  1871.  It  had 
been  stopped  in  its  progress  various  times,  but  the  final  order  was  given 
to  go  on  on  the  2d  of  March,  1871. 

By  Mr.  SCHUBZ : 

Q.  What  kind  of  an  order  was  that  f — A.  That  was  the  final  order 
to  proceed. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  And  close  up  the  contract  ? — A.  And  close  up  the  contract. 

By  Mr.  Schuez  : 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  to  deliver  the  arms? — A.  Yes,  sir;  it  having  pre- 
viously been  stopped  by  some  complication.    I  do  not  know  what  it  was. 
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By  tbe  Chairman  : 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  state  when  those  arms  were  delivered  t — A.  None 
of  them  were  delivered,  as  the  papers  show,  until  after  the  2l8t  of 
March,  1871,  because  some  of  them  which  we  had  already  possession  of 
ourselves  were  sent  back  to  the  armory  to  be  brightened,  I  believe 
they  were  brightened  there  at  the  i^arty's  own  expense,  not  at  ours. 

Q.  Where  were  they  delivered  f — A.  That  I  do  not  know.  The  prop- 
osition in  the  letter  to  me  was  that  they  were  to  be  delivered  at  New 
York ;  but  whether  they  were  so  delivered  or  not,  I  do  not  know.  I 
really  do  not  know  anything  about  it  except  from  the  correspondence, 

Q.  Was  there  any  public  notice  made  or  given  of  this  sale  in  the 
newspapers  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Is  there  any  law  prescribing  that  notice  shall  be  given  by  the 
Navy  Department  in  its  sales  of  ordnance  stores? — ^A.  None  that  1 
know  of. 

Q.  What  did  you  find  the  rule  to  be  in  your  Department  in  relation 
to  sales  ! — A.  It  has  always  been  the  custom  in  the  Navy  Department, 
so  far  as  I  am  able  to  ascertain,  in  all  the  Bureaus,  to  sell  whatever 
material  we  had  on  hand  that  could  be  sold  with  advantage  to  the  Gov- 
ernment. There  is  no  law  that  1  know  of  regulating  it,  or  restricting 
it,  or  requiring  any  advertisement. 

Q.  Tliere  is  a  law  of  1808  and  also  a  law  of  1825  applying  to  the  Ord- 
nance Bureau  of  the  Army  f — A.  That  has  never  been  held  to  apply  to 
any  Bureau  of  the  Navy  Department  by  any  i)ractice  in  the  Depart- 
ment. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  When  was  the  contract  between  you  and  the  Ordnance  Bureau  ot 
the  War  Department  for  the  manufacture  of  10,0()0  Remington  rifles 
made  ? — A.  That  I  cannot  exactly  tell.  The  Chief  of  the  Bureau  will 
be  able  to  tell  you. 

Q.  And  the  contract  for  sale  was  made  when! — A.  The  offer  was 
made  on  the  20th  of  Januarj-,  1871.  The  final  order  to  proceed  and 
deliver  the  arms  was,  I  believe,  on  the  2d  of  March. 

Q.  When  was  the  margin  put  up  ? — A.  That  I  do  not  know— some 
time  between  those  dates. 

Q.  You  say  there  was  a  royalty  paid  to  Remington  f — A.  One  dollar 
a  gun. 

Q.  Was  there  any  inquiry  made  of  Remington  about  the  royalty  by 
the  Navy  Department  before  the  sale  was  concluded  f — A.  Yes.  After 
we  had  made  that  arrangement  we  asked  them  if  we  were  going  to  or- 
der 12,000  more  muskets  whether  they  would  not  reduce  the  amount  of 
royalty.    They  refused  to  do  so.    The  correspondence  is  here. 

Q.  Was  there  any  further  correspondence  with  Remington  about  that 
sale,  aside  from  your  correspondence  about  the  royalty  ! — ^A.  Not  that 
I  have  heard  of. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  who  first  suggested  to  the  Navy  Department  the 
sale  of  those  guns  !— A.  This  letter  of  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.  was 
.the  first  information  I  had  of  it. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  how  it  became  known  to  outside  parties  that  the 
guns  were  for  salet — A.  That  I  have  not  the  slightest  idea  of. 

Q.  You  say  there  was  no  public  announcement  of  it  f — ^A.  None  what- 
ever. 

Q.  Did  General  Dyer,  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  of  the  Army,  recom- 
mend the  sale  of  the  guns  to  the  Navy  Department  ? — ^A.  I  think  that 
General  Dyer,  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  of  the  Army,  did  say 
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that  it  would  be  of  advantage  to  the  Springfield  Armory,  in  that  other- 
wise they  would  have  to  discharge  their  men  ;  it  would  give  them  that 
Eiich  more  work,  and  they  could  keep  their  skilled  workmen  at  work, 
and  he  would  be  very  glad  to  do  it  on  that  account.  Otherwise  they 
would  have  to  discharge  the  men. 

Q.  Did  he  come  to  you  to  make  that  representation  t — A.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  came  to  me.  He  was  in  the  Navy  Department  when 
he  said  it  to  me,  if  he  did  say  it,  and  I  think  he  did  say  it.  I  do  not 
think  I  could  have  got  that  idea  merely  from  this  letter.  I  think  I 
remember  his  coming  to  the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  When  was  that ;  was  it  before  you  received  the  letter  from  Poult- 
ney,  Trimble  &  Co.  ? — A.  I  think  it  was  after,  though  I  am  not  sure.  I 
C4umot  say  about  that  exactly,  but  I  think  it  was  after  the  date  of  this 
letter. 

Q.  Did  General  Dyer  personally  introduce  Poultney  and  Trimble  at 
the  Department  ? — A.  That  I  do  not  know.  I  am  not  sure,  however. 
It  is  i)os8ible  that  this  letter,  making  reference  to  the  Chief  of  the  Bu- 
reau of  Ordnance,  and  asking  that  it  be  referred  to  him,  may  have 
induced  me  to  send  for  General  Dyer.  That  I  do  not  recollect.  That 
would  be  the  natural  course,  to  ask  him  to  come  over  and  see  me. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Poultney  and  Trimble  had  been  advised, 
on  the  part  of  anybody  at  the  Navy  Department,  that  the  guns  were  for 
sale! — A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that.  They  were  not  advised 
by  uie,  because  I  never  heard  of  them  before. 

Q.  Was  there  any  formal  authority  given  by  the  Njivy  Department 
to  your  Ordnance  Bureau  that  the  arms  could  be  sold! — A.  No  written 
authority.  I  have  spoken  of  the  verbal  authority  which,  I  suppose, 
though  1  do  not  recollect  it,  was  given  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  to  do 
as  he  pleased  about  it;  if  he  thought  it  of  advantage,  to  do  it. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  when  the  arms  were  all  finished  ! — A.  I  cannot ; 
the  first  deliveries,  however,  were  not  made,  as  I  have  said  before,  until 
after  the  21st  of  March. 

Q.  Where  were  the  arms  at  the  time  the  sale  was  made! — A.  I  sup- 
pose most  of  them  were  at  the  armory  in  an  unfinished  state.  As  I  said, 
the  parts  are  all  made  together — first  the  barrels,  then  the  locks,  and 
then  the  springs — I  do  not  know  exactly  in  what  order — and  then  put 
together. 

Q.  Had  any  been  distributed  already  ! — A.  I  think  some  of  them  had 
been  sent;  we  had  received  some  of  them. 

Q.  Sent  where! — A.  The  correspondence  will  show.  I  think  some  of 
them  had  been  sent  to  Boston  and  some  to  Portsmouth. 

Q.  Were  those  that  had  been  distributed  ordered  back  to  the  Spring- 
field armory  ! — A.  They  were  ordered  back  to  the  Springfield  armory, 
I  believe,  tor  the  purpose  of  being  burnished. 

Q.  When  was  that! — A.  I  believe  the  correspondence  will  show 
accurately  when  the  order  was  given. 

Q.  Can  you  point  it  out? — A.  The  order  to  send  them  back  to  be 
brightened  wa«  the  21st  day  of  March,  1871. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  of  this  circumstance,  which  has  been  men- 
tioned in  the  papers,  that  the  mechanics  at  the  Springfield  armory  were 
kept  at  work  beyond  the  usual  hours  of  days'  work  to  get  the  arms 
ready  for  shipment! — A.  I  know  nothing  about  that  at  all. 

Q.  Have  you  told  us  when  the  arms  were  shipped  ! — A.  I  do  not 
know  when  they  were  shjpped.  I  only  say  that  none  were  delivered 
before  the  2l8t  of  March,  as  the  papers  show.  I  know  nothing  about 
that  myself;  that  is  a  mere,  inference  from  the  correspondence.    I  never 
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heard  of  the  matter  from  the  time  it  was  initiated  until  I  heard  that  ve 
had  got  the  12,000  guns. 

Q.  Did  yon  give  any  instractions  as  to  the  shipments  to  be  made  !— 
A.  Kone  whatever. 

Q.  Who  conducted  the  sale  on  the  part  of  the  Navy  Department!— 
A.  The  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Commodore  Case. 

Q.  Was  there  any  ammunition  sold  along  with  the  guns  ? — A,  I  do 
not  know ;  the  commodore  will  be  able  to  say  as  to  that. 

Q.  You  say  that  Remington  insisted  upon  his  full  royalty  ! — A.  Yes, 
sir.  The  correspondence  is  here,  and  I  will  refer  to  it.  The  Bureau  wrote 
E.  Remington  &  Sons,  January  26, 1871:  "  The  Bureau  intends  to  have 
manufactured  at  the  Springfield  armory  12,000  Remington  rifles  in  ad- 
dition to  the  10,000  already  ordered,  and  wishes  to  know  whether  yoa 
will  make  any  reduction  in  the  rate  of  royalty  upon  them."  The  Rem- 
ingtons replied  :  "  Referring  to  your  letter  of  January  26,  we  would  say, 
in  view  of  the  amount  we  are  required  to  pay  on  the  patents  covering 
our  arm,  we  do  not  feel  that  we  could  well  reduce  the  royalty  for  so 
small  a  number  below  $1  per  arm.  Should  the  Government  fully  adopt 
the  arm,  we  should  feel  disposed  to  make  such  terms  as  would  bemuta- 
ally  satisfactory."    The  date  of  that  is  February  3,  1871. 

Q.  That  was  accepted  then  ? — A.  We  paid  them  $1  an  arm. 

Q.  You  had  paid  them  $10,000  for  the  10,000  Remington  rifles  that  were 
already  manufactured  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  then  $12,000  for  the  rifles  still  to  be  manufactured! — A.  We 
had  paid  them  the  $10,000  royalty,  $1  on  each  gun.  That  was  paid 
bnck  to  us,  because  Poultney  &  Trimble  paid  what  they  cost  to  us,  ia- 
eluding  royalty  for  those  10,000, 'and  $40,000  gain. 

Q.  And  you  paid  $12,000  again  on  the  12^0001— A,  They  got  that. 
The  Navy  Department  made  $10,000,  I  think. 

Q.  You  say  you  do  not  know  any  law  regulating  the  sales  of  the  Navy 
Department! — A.  I  do  not  know  of  any. 

ii.  Who  informed  you  of  the  usage  of  the  Department  as  to  sales?— 
A.  1  ,have  acquired  the  knowledge  since  I  have  been  there ;  1  do  not 
know  especially  from  whom. 

Q.  From  the  officers  of  the  Department? — A.  From  the  old  oflScers 
and  old  clerks,  many  of  whom  have  been  there  forty  years. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  rifles  were  sold  because  a  small  defect  was  dis- 
covered f — A.  That  was  one  reason  ;  it  was  only  one  reason,  however. 

Q.  What  was  the  other  reason  f — A.  The  other  reason  was  that  we 
were  very  glad  to  get  12,000  rifles,  such  as  we  wanted  in  exchange  for 
10,000,  such  as  we  dul  not  think  were  quite  perfect. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  a  trial  made  of  these  arms  so  as 
to  discover  the  defect  t — A.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Had  the  Remington  gun  been  in  use  in  the  Navy  before! — A.  Ido 
not  think  it  had  been  as  the  arm  of  the  Navy.  It  had  been  adopted  by 
a  board  within  a  year  or  so  before. 

Q.  What  arm  was  in  use  in  the  Navy  before  that! — A  I  do  not 
remember  now  what  special  arm. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  when  that  defect  in  the  sight  was  discovered?— 
A.  I  cannot;  that  will  all  be  explained  by  th6  Chief  of  the  Bureau. 

Q.  Did  you  not  tell  us  that  the  defect  was  discovered  after  some 
thousands  of  guns  had  already  been  made? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  many  thousands  had  been  made  before  the  defect  was  dis- 
covered f — A.  1  do  not  know  how  many  had  been  made  or  how  many 
had  been  completed ;  but  after  some  thousand^  of  guns  had  been  made, 
I  think  two  or  three  thousand  at  least,  perhaps  more. 
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Q.  Were  the  rest  of  the  10,000  finished  in  the  same  defective  way  t — 
A.  I  helieve  so.  I  suppose  they  were  all  in  the  process  of  manufacture 
and  could  not  be  altered. 

Q.  Tou  say  you  do  not  know  whether  there  was  any  official  report 
about  that  defect  in  the  sight  f — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Was  the  offer  received  from  Poultney  &  Trimble  after  the  defect 
in  the  sight  had  been  already  discovered  ? — A.  I  believe  so,  though  I 
do  not  know.    Certainly  it  was  accepted  after  that. 

Q.  Can  yon  tell  us  whether  and  how  the  circumstance  that  a  defect 
had  been  discovered  became  public  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  how  it  became 
public. 

Q.  When  did  those  10,000  rifles  pass  out  of  the  hands  of  the  War 
Department  into  those  of  the  Navy  Department  f — ^A.  I  do  not  know 
when  that  portion  that  were  delivered  passed  into  our  hands.  I  have 
not  the  dates  before  me.  Those  portions  that  were  not  delivered  to  us 
of  the  10,000  never  passed  into  our  hands  except  constructively.  We 
allowed  these  parties  to  take  them  from  the  armory  on  paying  the  cost 
and  putting  up  the  $40,000  difference,  in  order  that  we  might  get  12,000 
arms.    Koue  of  the  money  ever  came  to  us.    It  was  all  deposited  there. 

Q.  Would  you  consider  them  to  have  passed  from  the  hands  of  the 
War  Department  into  the  hands  of  the  Navy  Department  before  they 
were  finished  f — A.  No ;  I  should  think  not.  We  made  this  sale,  or,  at 
least,  that  was  the  construction  of  it ;  we  got  the  benefit  of  it ;  we  made 
the  exchange.  We  had  a  contract  to  receive  10,000  muskets ;  they  were 
in  process  of  manufacture ;  we  agreed  that  Poultney  &  Trimble  should 
take  them,  and  put  to  our  credit  at  the  armory  money  enough  to  give 
us  12,000. 

Q.  The  point  of  my  question  was  this:  whether  the  arms  were  still 
in  the  hands  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  of  the  War  Department  when 
they  were  sold? — A.  I  think  the  larger  part  of  them  were  still  at  the 
armory,  though  I  cannot  tell  exactly  how  many. 

Q.  i  understood  you  to  say  that  the  sale  was  virtually  made  before 
the  arms  were  finished  I — A.  I  think  so  as  to  a  large  portion ;  not  all, 
because  some  of  them  had  been  delivered  to  us  and  had  to  be  sent  back 
to  the  armory  to  be  brightened.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  said 
before,  but  I  say  now,  that  that  brightening  was  done  at  the  expense  of 
the  persons  who  bought  them. 

Q.  So,  as  a  large  portion  of  them  were  not  finished  when  they  were 
sold,  would  you  consider  them  still  in  the  hands  and  under  the  control 
of  the  War  Department  at  that  time? — A.  We  considered  them  still  in 
the  hands  of  the  War  Department;  we  considered  them  our  guns, 
however. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Did  the  War  Department  have  anything  ki  the  world  to  do  with 
the  ssile  ? — A.  No  more  than  as  I  have  stated. 
Q.  Aud  you  directed  them? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScHUEZ : 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  why  rifles  were  accepted  by  the  Navy  Department 
from  the  hands  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  of  the  War  Department  if  they 
were  not  satisfactory  ? — A.  I  8upi)ose  because  it  was  our  mistake.  We 
agreed  to  take  certain  ones  of  a  certain  pattern,  and  it  was  found  out 
that  that  was  not  exactly  the  x)attern  we  wanted ;  and  I  take  it  for 
granted  that  was  the  reason,  though  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  first  offer  was  made  on  the  20th  of  January, 
1871? — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  the  date  of  the  letter  to  me. 
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Q.  When  was  the  margin  pnt  up  ! — A.  I  do  not  know ;  it  will  possi- 
bly appear  from  the  corrtspondence  which  I  have  submitted  to  the  com- 
mittee. 

Q.  Have  the  Navy  Department  any  rules,  when  making  sales,  about 
the  putting  up  of  margins  f — A.  I  do  not  think  they  have. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  why  the  margin  was  put  up  at  the  ordnance  office 
at  New  York  I — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  put  up  at  the  ord- 
nance office  at  New  York,  or  at  the  armory.  I  suppose  it  was  put  np 
because  we  required  that  the  money  should  be  put  up  before  we  would 
do  anything. 

Q.  But  we  understood  from  Colonel  Crispin's  testimony  that  the  mar- 
gin was  put  up  first  at  the  ordnance  office  at  New  York  ? — A.  It  is  pos- 
sible.   I  do  not  know  why  it  was  put  up  at  that  particular  place. 

Q.  And  that  then  it  was  transferred  to  the  Springfield  armory  f — A. 
I  do  not  know  how  that  is.  I  see  in  the  correspondence  a  letter  written 
to  Comrao<lore  Case,  Cliief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  of  the  Navy,  by 
the  Cliief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  of  the  Army,  saying : 

"In  re[)ly  to  your  letter  of  the  27th  ultimo,  I  have  to  inform  you  that 
Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble  have  deposit-ed  with  this  Department  the 
$40,000  margin  on  the  ten  thousand  Navy  rifles  which  are  to  be  delivered 
to  them.    This  dejiosit  was  made  on  the  14th  instant." 

That  was  14th  of  February,  1871. 

"  And  on  the  15th  instant  instructions  were  given  to  the  commanding 
officer  Springfield  armory  to  proceed  with  the  manufacture  of  the 
twelve  tlioiisand  additional  Navy  rifles  as  ra|)idly  as  possible.'' 

Q.  Did  you  consider  the  bargain  concluded  before  the  margin  was 
put  up  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  you  date  the,  conclusion  of  that  bargain  from  the  day  when  the 
conditions  were  comf)lied  with  ! — A.  We  date  the  conclusion  of  the  har- 
gain  from  the  time  the  final  order  was  given  to  go  on.  Some  difficulty 
arose  in  making  the  bargain,  in  regard  to  what  was  to  be  deducted  on 
account  of  the  bayonets,  and  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  stopped  the 
whole  affiiir  as  long  as  there  was  any  misunderstanding  about  that.  On 
the  2d  of  March  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  wrote  a  letter  saying  that 
they  might  go  on ;  the  difficulties  were  arranged  and  the  price  settled. 

Q.  Did  you  consider  the  Navy  Department,  after  the  margin  had 
been  put  up,  bound  to  conclude  the  bargain  f — A.  We  considered  it 
bound  to  conclude  it  according  to  the  terms;  not  if  any  misunderstand- 
ing arose  which  we  did  not  agree  to. 

Q.  As  far  as  the  understanding  had  then  been  arrived  at  t — A.  Yes. 
sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  when  the  margin  passed  under  the  control  of  the 
Navy  Department — the  $40,000? — A.  It  was  deposited,  I  believe,  on 
the  15th  of  February.    We  were  informed  of  it  on  the  17th. 

Q.  And  then  the  money  passed  under  the  control  of  the  Navy  De- 
partment?— A.  It  stood  to  our  credit,  I  suppose. 

Q.  Would  you  not  consider  that  passing  under  the  control  of  the 
Navy  Department  ? — A.  I  suppose  it  w:as  available  for  us  if  we  chose 
to  use  it.  If  this  contract  was  carried  out  and  completed  it  was  avail- 
able to  us  for  the  purpose  of  paying  for  the  other  arms. 

Q.  Were  you  aware  that  the  President  had  suspended  the  sales  of 
arms  on  the  23d  of  January,  1871  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  received  no  instruc- 
tions of  that  kind. 

Q.  So  you  received  no  instructions  as  to  that  matter  at  all!— A. 
None. 

Q.  Did  you  satisfy  yourself  that  the  arms  were  not  to  go  into  the 
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hands  of  an  agent  of  any  of  the  belligerent  parties  in  Europe  ? — ^A.  I 
was  pretty  well  satisfied ;  at  least  I  thought  it  could  hardly  be  possible 
tbey  were  doing  so  as  the  war  was  then  substuutialiy  over  at  the  time 
the  ofier  was  first  made. 

Q.  The  margin  was  deposited  and  all  the  preliminary  arrangements 
werecorapleted,  as  I  understand  from  your  testimony,  between  the  20th  of 
Jamiary  and  the  17th  of  February,  1871.  Then  the  war  was  not  over, 
was  it ! — A.  On  the  20th  of  January,  when  the  offer  was  made,  I  believe 
Paris  was  invested.  The  war  was  substantially  over,  I  think.  Per- 
haps youknow  more  about  that  than  I,  but  I  think  negotiations  for  peace 
were  even  going  on  at  the  time,  on  the  20th  of  January,  though  I  am 
not  sure.  I  am  quite  sure,  however,  that  no  deliveries  were  made  until 
after  the  signing  of  peace,  nearly  a  month  after. 

Q.  Do  you  know  when  the  preliminaries  of  peace  were  made? — A.  I 
do  not  know,  but  I  think  they  were  signed  about  the  28th  of  February. 
I  think  the  Germans  entered  Paris  on  the  1st  of  March,  if  I  am  not 
mistaken.  I  would  not  like  to  swear  to  these  dates  I  am  merely  giv- 
ing recollection. 

Q.  You  say  you  had  no  reason  to  suppose,  about  the  20th  of  January, 
that  any  of  the  belligerent  parties  were  still  buying  up  arms  in  the  United 
States? — A.  I  do  not  say  that.  '  I  had  no  reason  to  suppose  these  arms 
were  wanted  for  that  purpose ;  indeed,  my  inference  was,  if  1  thought 
of  it  at  all,  that  they  were  not  going  to  France  or  Germany,  because  I 
considered  that  war  substantially  over  at  that  time,  and  these  guns 
could  not,  probably,  be  delivered  for  a  month,  and  could  not  be  gotten 
to  France  under  a  month  longer. 

Q.  Were  you  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  at  the  time  that  proposal  wa« 
made,  and  between  the  20th  of  January  and  the  time  when  the  margin 
was  put  up  and  accepted,  large  quantities  of  arms  were  still  being 
shipped  to  Europe  ? — A.  I  did  not  know  anything  about  the  shipping 
of  arms  from  any  other  source. 

Q.  Did  you  not  know  it  by  common  report — from  the  newspapers? — 
A.  I  do  not  remember  now.    It  is  possible  I  may  have  known  it. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  precautions  in  that  respect  ? — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Not  to  sell  any  arms  to  any  persons  that  might  be  suspected  of 
being  agents  of  belligerent  parties  ? — A.  No ;  I  had  no  reason  to  sus- 
pect these  people. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  such  instructions? — A.  From  nobody  on  that 
subject. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Was  the  President  informed  as  to  this  sale  you  made  ? — A.  I  do 
not  think  he  was  at  the  time. 

Q.  Did  he  know  that  you  had  any  arms  for  sale? — A.  I  do  not  know 
that  he  did. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Was  this  transaction  of  the  sale  of  these  guns  mentioned  in  any 
of  your  reports  of  the  Navy  Department? — A.  That  I  do  not  know.  It 
was  not  mentioned  in  my  general  report.  I  suppose  it  was  mentioned 
in  the  report  of  the  Bureau. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  ordnance  stores  were  sold  by  the  Navy 
Department  previous  to  that? — A.  I  did  not  know,  but  I  believe  there 
were  some  few  small  arms  sold. 

Q.  When  f — A.  1  do  not  know  the  dates.  The  chief  of  the  Bureau 
will  tell  you.  It  was  during  the  previous  two  years.  We  are  frequently 
selling  twenty  or  thirty  muskets  here,  or  one  hundred  and  fifty  pistols 
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there,  at  the  various  navy-yards,  aud,  I  think,  that  was  done  daring  the 
conrse  of  that  year;  I  do  not  know  to  what  extent. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  lots  of  ordnance  stores  that  were  sold  early 
in  1870,  at  an  auction  sale  at  Boston? — A.  I  do  not  now  have  any  recol- 
lection of  it.    I  may  possibly  have  known  of  it  at  the  time. 


Ehibit  No.  17. 


Baltimore,  January  20, 1871. 

Sir  :  Understanding  that  the  Navy  Department  has  on  hand,  or  will 
shortly  have,  available,  in  the  aggregate,  about  10,000  Remington  rifles, 
now  in  course  of  manufacturing  under  the  supervision  of  the  Chief  of 
Ordnance  of  the  Army,  we  have  thought  that  we  could  offer  such  advan- 
tageous terms  to  your  Department  for  their  disposition  as  would  meet 
with  your  approval,  and  accordingly  submit  the  following  for  your  con- 
sideration :  We  will  pay  twenty  dollars  per  gun  for  all  these  arms  you 
are  willing  to  dispose  of,  boxed  and  delivered  in  New  York.  We  make 
this  offer  believing  that  the  actual  cost.to  your  Bureau  is  far  below  this 
sum,  aud  after  a  personal  interview  with  the  respective  Chiefs  of  Ord- 
nance of  the  Army  and  Navy  Departments  as  to  the  advantages  to  the 
Government  to  be  insured  by  the  disposal  at  this  time  of  these  arms, 
the  understanding  being  that  they  can  be  replaced  by  subsequent  pro- 
ducts from  the  Springfield  armory  to  the  full  extent  required,  the 
money  resulting  from  this  sale  being  available  for  their  fabrication.  The 
sum  realized  by  the  sale  will  enable  your  Department  to  secure,  it  is  be- 
lieved, about  12,500  arms  for  the  lb,000  sold,  and  we  understand  that 
the  additional  work  which  would  result  at  the  Springfield  armory 
would  be,  at  the  present  moment,  a  great  benefit  to  that  establishment, 
and  keep  employed  its  valuable  skilled  labor,  which  otherwise  might 
have  to  be  discharged  for  want  of  work,  which  meets,  1  believe,  with 
the  hearty  concurrence  of  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  of  the  United  States 
Army,  a  reference  to  whom,  it  is  believed,  will  prove  the  assertion.  In 
an  interview  with  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  the  l^avy  we  understood 
him  to  say  that  he  does  not  require  the  guns  now  being  manufactured 
for  immediate  use,  and  that  no  detriment  in  this  regard  would  be  in- 
curred. In  consideration  of  the  advantages  to  the  Department  in 
securing  an  additional  number  of  guns,  (and  it  may  be  of  an  improved 
model,)  it  appears  to  us  that,  if  reference  is  made  to  the  Bureaus  of  Ord- 
nance, the  full  force  of  the  advantages  of  our  proposition  will  be  seen 
and  concurred  in. 

We  have  respectfully  to  request  that  our  proposal  may  receive  prompt 
attention  at  your  hands,  and  a  favorable  answer  returned. 
Very  respectfully, 

POULTNEY,  TRIMBLE  &  CO., 

Arms-Dealers,  Baltimore^  Md. 

Hon.  George  Robeson, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy,  Washington, 

[Indorsement] 

Bureau  of  Obdna:(CE. 
If  this  arrangement  can  be  made  with  advantage  to  the  Government, 
is  there  any  reason  why  it  should  not  be  done  Y 

G.M.R 
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Bureau  op  Ordnance,  Navy  Department, 

Washingtaiij  January  26, 1871. 

Sirs  :  The  Bareau  intends  to  have  manufactured  at  the   Sprinfield 
armory  twelve  thousand  (12,00))  Kemington  rides,  in  addition  to  the 
(10,000)  already  ordered,  and  wishes  to  know  whetheryou  will  make  any 
redaction  in  the  rate  of  royalty  upon  them. 
I  am,  sirs,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 

Messrs.  B.  Remington  &  Sons, 

Ilionj  Herkimer  County^  New  York, 


Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department, 

Wc^hington,  January  27, 1871. 

General.  I  am  directed  by  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to 
request  you  to  make  for  the  Navy  twelve  thousand  (12,000)  Kemington 
rifles,  in  addition  to  the  ten  thousand  (10,000)  ordered  by  the  Bureau 
under  date  of  February  3.  1870. 

I  am  also  directed  by  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  request 
you  to  deliver  to  the  order  of  Poultney  &  Trimble,  of  Baltimore, 
Maryland,  in  New  York,  ten  thousand  of  the  above-named  rifles,  on 
the  fulfillment  of  the  following  terms,  viz  : 

1.  Before  the  additional  order  for  the  twelve  thousand  (12,000)  rifles 
is  commenced,  Messrs.  Poultuey  &  Trimble  are  to  deposit  with  you  or 
Colonel  Benton  forty  thousand  dollars  as  a  margin  on  their  part  for  the 
fulfillment  of  the  verbal  agreement  made  in  the  matter. 

2.  The  rifles  are  to  be  made  with  all  dispatch,  and  delivered  to  Messrs. 
Poultney  &  Trimble,  or  their  order,  as  before  stated,  upon  their  first 
paying  to  you  or  Colonel  Benton  $10  for  each  anif  every  rifle  so  deliv- 
ered, the  rifles  to  be  packed  in  ordinary  rough  packing- boxes  of  the 
trades.  It  is  to  be  understood  that  bayonets  are  not  included  in  the 
above  agreement. 

I  am,  general,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance  J  War  Department 


No.  568.]  Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  January  28,  1871. 

Sir  :  The  Secretary  of  War  having  authorized  this  Department  to 
manufacture  twelve  thousand  Remington  rifles  for  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, in  addition  to  the  ten  thousand  heretofore  ordered  to  be  made, 
I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  the  commanding  officer  of  the 
Springfield  armory  has  been  instructed  to  have  these  arms  made  with 
dispatch,  and  to  deliver  them  as  requested  by  you.  It  is  thought 
that  the  product  can  shortly  be  increased  to  two  hundred  per  diem. 

The  money  which  may  be  received  from  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble 
cau  be  paid  directly  to  the  commanding  officer  of  the  Springfield 
armory,  >vho  will  be  instructed  to  credit  the  same  to  the  account  of  the 
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Navy  Department,  and  expend  it  in  the  manufacture  of  the  Remington 
rifles  which  he  is  manufacturing  for  the  Navy  Department. 

I  presume  you  will  arrange  with  the  Messrs.  Remington  &  Sons  for 
the  lioense  to  make  tlie  additional  twelve  thousand  rifles. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
Commodore  A.  L.  Case. 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Ifavy. 


Office  of  Remingtons'  Armory, 

Ilion^  New  Yorkj  February  3, 1871. 

Sir:  Referring  to  your  letter  of  January  26,  we  would  say,  in 
view  of  the  amount  we  are  required  to  pay  on  the  patents  covering 
our  arm,  we  do  not  feel  that  we  could  well  reduce  the  royalty  for  so 
small  a  number  below  $1  per  arm..  Should  the  Government  fully 
adopt  the  arm,  we  shall  feel  disposed  to  make  such  terms  as  would 
be  mutually  satis^factory. 

We  are,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servants, 

E.  REMINGTON  &  SONS. 
W.  S.  SMOOT. 
Commodore  A.  L.  Case,  U.  S.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department, 

WashingtoUj  D,  C. 


Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department, 

Washington,  February  6, 1871. 

Sirs  :  The  Bureau  incloses,  for  your  information,  official  extracts  from 
its  letter  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  in  relation  to  manufacturing  and 
delivering  to  you  ten  thousand  Remington  rifles,  in  accordance  with 
the  directions  of  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
I  am,  sirs,  your  obedient  servant,  ) 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  BureatL 
Messrs.  Poultney  &  Troible, 

Baltimore,  Maryland. 

[Extracts  referred  to  include  all  but  the  first  paragraph  of  Bureau 
letter  to  General  Dyer  of  January  27,  1871.] 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Depart^dbnt, 

Washington^  February  17, 1871. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  27th  ultimo,  I  have  the  honor  to  in- 
form you  that  the  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble  have  deposited  withtbis 
Department  the  $4(),()()0  margin  on  the  ten  thousand  Navy  rifles  whicii 
are  to  be  delivered  to  them.  This  deposit  was  made  on  the  14th  instant, 
and  on  the  15th  instant  instructions  were  given  to  the  commanding  offi- 
cer Springfiehl  armory  to  proceed  with  the  manufacture  of  the  twelve 
thousand  additional  Navy  rifles  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

lieferriug  to  the  last  paragraph  of  your  letter  of  the  27th  ultimo,  re- 
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quiriDg  the  delivery  of  the  rifles  to  the  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble 
upon  their  first  payiug  $10  for  each  and  every  rifle  so  delivered,  I  have 
to  advise  you  that,  upon  a  written  app]i(;ation  of  the  Messrs.  Poultney 
&  TriQible  to  that  eflFect,  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  ]S^avy  has  put  the 
following  indorsement: 

"If  the  bayonet  is  not  manufactured  and  delivered,  as  it  need  not  be 
if  the  purchasers  do  not  desire  it,  of  course  the  cost  of  it  need  not  be 
included  in  the  price  paid." 
Instructions  will  be  given  accordingly. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Army. 
Commodore  A.  Ludlow  Case, 

Chief  Navy  Ordnance  Bureau, 


Bureau  op  Ordnance,  Navy  Department, 

Washingtonj  Febrtuiry  27,  1871. 

General  :  The  price  stipulated  in  the  agreement  between  this  Bu- 
reau and  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble  for  ten  thousand  liemington  rifles 
was  $20  apiece  without  bayonets. 

Subsequently  Mr.  Poultney  made  verbal  application  to  me  to  have  the 
price  of  triang^dar  bayonets — which  I  understood  to  be  $1  50  or  $1  52 
each — deducted  from  the  price.  This  I  positively  refused.  Subsequently, 
however,  he  appealed  to  the  honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  who, 
misapprehending  the  case,  authorized  the  reduction,  as  appears  from 
the  quotation  made  in  your  letter  of  the  17th  instant. 

The  Bureau  cannot  consent  to  a  further  reduction  owing  to  any  addi- 
tion to  the  cost  of  the  bayonets,  and  has  therefore  the  honor  to  request 
that  you  will  order  the  manufacture  and  delivery  of  these  rifles  to  be 
suspended  until  this  point  is  clearly  understood  and  finally  settled  be- 
•yond  any  future  intervention. 

A  copy  of  this  letter  has  been  sent  to  the  Mesers.  Poultney  &  Trimble. 
I  am,  general,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 
Chief  of  Bureau, 
General  A.  B.  Dyer,  U.  S.  A., 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  War  Department, 


Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department, 

Washington^  February  27,  1871. 

Sirs  :  The  Bureau  incloses  for  your  information  and  attention  copy  of 
a  letter  addressed  by  it  to  General  Dyer  concerning  the  manufacture 
and  delivery  of  the  ten  thousand  Remington  rifles. 
I  am,  sirs,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble, 

Baltimore^  Md. 

[See  Bureau's  letter  to  General  Dyer  of  same  date.] 
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Washington,  March  2, 1871. 

Commodore:  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  favor  of  27th  February,  in- 
closin^  copy  of  your  letter  to  General  Dyer  of  same  date,  and  desire 
to  say  that  I  never  contemplated  a  deduction  from  the  navy  rifles  for 
bayonets  more  than  the  tirst  estimated  cost  of  $1  50  each.  The  subse- 
quent estimate  of  $1  75  was  communicated  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau, 
and,  when  named  to  me,  I  distinctly  stated  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance 
(then  in  New  York  City)  that  the  amount  understood  by  the  Hon.  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  was  $1  50,  and  I  did  not  desire  any  further  reduction. 
I  therefore  will  be  obliged  if  you  will  request  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  to 
carry  out  this  understanding,  and  to  instruct  Colonel  Benton  at  once  to 
proceed  with  his  work  and  deliveries,  as  time  is  very  important  to  us. 
With  great  respect,  your  obedient  servant, 

POULTNEY,  TEIMBLE  &  CO. 

Commodore  A.  Ludlow  Case, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  J^avy  Department. 


Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department, 

Washington^  March  2, 1871. 

General  :  The  Bureau  incloses  copy  of  a  letter  this  day  received  from 
Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble  in  relation  to  the  subject  matter  of  a  further 
reduction  of  the  cost  of  the  ten  thousand  (10,000)  Eemington  rifles,  owing 
to  an  increase  in  cost  of  the  triangular  bayonet. 

The  explanation  contained  in  this  letter  is  satisfactory  to  the  Bureau, 
and,  understanding  that  this  is  ^  final  settlement  of  the  question,  I  have 
the  honor  to  request  that  you  will  direct  the  manufacture  and  delivery  of 
the  rifles  to  be  resumed  and  completed  at  as  early  a  day  as  possible. 
I  am,  general,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 

Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Eepartment, 

March  2, 1871. 

Sirs  :  Your  letter  of  this  date  is  received,  and  in  answer  thereto  the 
Bureau  incloses  copy  of  a  communication  addressed  to  General  Dyer, 
requesting  that  the  work  of  manufacturing  and  delivering  the  rifles  may 
be  resumed. 

I  am,  sirs,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble, 

Baltimore^  Md. 


Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department, 

Washington^  Mardt  2, 1871. 
General  :  T  have  the  honor  to  request  that  you  will  direct  $12,000 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  moneys  received  from  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trim- 
ble to  the  Messrs.  Remington  &  Sons,  as  a  royalty  for  the  twelve  thoa* 
sand  rifles  last  ordered  to  be  made  at  the  Springfield  Armory. 
I  am,  general,  your  obedient  servant-, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 
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[Telegram  from  Bureaa  of  OrclDance,  Navy  Department.] 
To  Mr.  T.  POIILTNBY, 

C'dre  of  Major  8.  Crispin^  U.  8*  Ordnance  Agency , 

comer  Houston  and  Greene  Streets,  New  York  City  : 

The  nine  hundred  and  seventj'-eignt  rifles  at  New  York  are  just 
ordered  to  Springfield. 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
'  March  21, 1871. 


[Tolegram  from  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department.] 

To  Messrs.  Poultnby  &  Trimble,  200  Baltimore  sL,  Baltimore^  Md. : 

The  rifles  from  Portsmouth  and  Boston  went  yesterday  evening  to 
Springfield  by  fast  train. 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
March  21, 1871. 


Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Kavy  Department, 

March  21,  1871. 

Sir  :  The  Bureau  yesterday  directed  nine  hundred  Remington  rifles 
to  be  sent  to  you  from  Boston,  and  three  hundred  from  Portsmouth, 
N.  H.,  on  account  of  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble,  in  furtherance  of 
their  contract. 

It  is  understood  that  Mr.  Poultney  will  advise  you  as  to  their  disposi- 
tion.   In  the  mean  time  the  transportation  of  these  arms  to  the  armory 
and  of  a  like  number  back  to  Portsmouth  and  to  Boston,  to  replace 
them,  is  to  be  paid  by  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble. 
I  am,  colonel,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
Colonel  J.  G.  Benton, 

Superintendent  National  Armory j  Springfield^  Massachusetts. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  J>.  C,  January  8, 1872. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  present  herewith  a  statement  of  your  account 
with  this  Department  for  Kemingtou  navy  rifles,  metallic  cartridges, 
t&c,  furnished  the  Navy  Department. 

I  request  that  the  balance  ($2,550  44)  found  due  this  Department  may 
be  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation  forearming  and  equip- 
ping the  militia." 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  United  States  Army,  in  charge. 

Commodore  A.  Ludlow  Case, 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department 
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The  Bureau  of  Ordnance^  Navy  Department^  in  account  with  the  Ordnance 

BureaUy  War  Department 

Dn. 


1871. 
June  30 


July  29 
Nov.  6 
Dec.  18 


31 


For  making,  packing,  and  shipping  60  15-inch 

giinproot'  cartridges;  hauling  and  shipping 

110  barrels  powder 

200,000  metallic  cartridges,  "  Martin's,''  $26  . . . 
20,000  metallic  cartridges,  "Martin's,"  blank,  $17 
Expenses  incurred  at  Fort  Monroe  arsenal  in 

testing  experimental  powder  for  Navy  Dep't. 
12  Springfield  breech-loading  muskets,  model 

of  1868,  $21  63 

12  screw-drivers,  at  38  cents 

12  tompions,  at  2  cents 

22,000  Remington  Navy  rifles,  $14  74.019 

Carting  rifles  from  armory  to  railroad  depot 

and  in  New  York 

Eemington  Navy  rifles  spare  parts,  issued  as 

per  accompanying  statement 

215J  days  inspecting  saber-bayonets,  at  Chico- 

pee,  $4  50 

Transportation  from  Springfleld  to  Chicopee  and 

return 

Royalty  paid  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  on  12,000 

rifles,  in  compliance  with  letter  of  March  2, 

1871 


Total 372, 550  44 


$39  60 

5,200  00 

340  00 

397  93 

259  56 

456 

24 

324, 284  14 

325  76 

28, 726  58 

970  87 

1 

120 

12,000  00 

Ce. 


1871. 
April  30 


Sept.  22 


By  cash  paid  to  Major  E.  Ingersoll,  United 
States  Army,  at  Springfield  armory,  Ma^a- 
chusetts 

By  refundment,  through  Fourth  Auditor,  being 
part  of  the  $212,743  11,*  viz :  on  memoran- 
dum account  furnished  June  7, 1871 

By  balance  due  Ordnance  Bureau,  War  Depart- 
ment   


$185, 000  00 

185,000  00 
2,550  44 


372, 550  44 


*  See  memorandum  attached. 


S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  U,  8,  Army^  in  charge. 

Obdnaiyoe  Office,  January  8, 1872. 
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Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department, 

Washington,  January  11,  1872. 

General  :  The  Bureau  is  in  receipt  of  your  communication  of  the  8tli 
instant,  inclosing  bill  for  balance  due  on  Navy  rifles,  metallic  cartridges, 
&c.,  amounting  to  $2,550  44. 

The  Fourth  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  has  to-day  been  requested  to 
transfer  this  amount  to  th^  credit  of  appropriation,  '^  Arming  and  equip- 
ping the  militia,''  as  requested  therein. 

I  am,  general,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  War  Department 


Washington,  Ajyril  2, 1872. 
A.  Ludlow  Case  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  You  have  heard  the  testimony  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
^^ow,  will  you  please  give  us  all  the  information  which  you  possess  in 
reference  to  the  sale  of  arms  to  Poultney  &  Trimble,  of  which  he  has 
spoken! — Answer.  I  could  only  corroborate  what  the  Secretary  has 
said,  with  some  little  additional  explanations  in  regard  to  the  defects  ia 
the  arms,  &c. 

Q.  Let  us  have  those. — A.  There  was  a  slight  defect  in  the  placing 
of  the  breech-sight;  it  was  about  an  inch  and  a  half  nearer  the  breech- 
block than  was  desirable.  The  arm  was  a  good  one,  but  on  trial,  after 
the  arms  were  so  far  under  way  that  we  could  not  change  them,  we 
found  that  it  would  have  been  better  to  have  it  a  little  further  from  the 
breech-block,  about  an  inch  and  a  half. 

Q.  By  whom  was  that  discovery  made  ? — A.  That  was  discovered,  1 
think,  by  the  officers  in  charge  of  the  superintendence  of  the  arms,  so 
well  as  i  recollect.  It  was  thought  in  the  first  place  that  it  would  be  an 
improvement.  It  involved  an  additional  cost  of  15  cents  per  arm  in 
placing  it  in  that  way.    The  next  arms  were  made  at.  15  cents  less. 

Q.  By  placing  the  sight  differently? — A.  Yes, sir;  by  placing  the 
sight  differently. 

Q.  You  did  get  an  arm  that  suited  you  much  better! — A.  We  did. 
We  got  a  perfect  arm  for  one  which  would  hav^e  answered  very  well,  but 
was  not  considered  so  good. 

Q.  You  regard  the  present  arm  as  better  adapted  to  the  naval  ser- 
\ice  ? — A.  It  is  the  same  arm  with  that  improvement. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  When  was  the  contract  for  the  manufacture  of  the  10,000  Reming- 
ton rifles  made  with  the  Ordnance  Bureau  of  the  Army? — A.  I  do  not 
recollect.  It  was  some  time  in  the  year  1870,  after  the  board  had  re- 
ported upon  a  proper  arm  for  the  Navy.  There  was  a  board  organized 
when  I  took  charge  of  the  Bureau,  in  1809. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  when  that  was  ! — A.  It  was  some  time  in  1870;  it 
is  on  the  files  of  the  Bureau. 

Q.  Was  it  late  in  1870  f — A.  I  think  not.  There  was  a  great  deal  of 
prepamtion ;  new  machinery  had  to  be  made  to  make  these  arms ;  I 
think  it  was  i)erhaps  about  July  or  August ;  but  I  would  not  be  posi- 
tive as  to  the  dates. 
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Q.  Can  you  tell  us  by  whom  the  suggestion  was  made  to  the  Navy 
Department  tliat  these  arms  should  be  sold  ?— A.  We  had  several  ap- 
plicants for  them ;  they  knew  that  we  were  having  these  arms  made. 

Q.  Who  were  they  ? — A.  Mr.  Smoot,  Poultney  &  Trimble,  and  one  or 
two  others ;  I  do  not  recollect  the  names  now. 

Q.  Did  the  other  applicants  make  offers  alsot — A.  They  were  pre- 
pared to  make  very  liberal  offers  for  the  arms. 

Q.  What  offers  did  they  make  ! — A.  I  do  not  recollect  precisely  now, 
but  they  offered  about  what  we  received  subsequejitly  5  about  the  same 
price. 

Q.  Have  you  any  papers  about  that  in  your  Department? — A.  I  think 
not.  All  matters  of  that  kind,  as  1  recollect,  were  airried  on  verbally. 
People  came  to  me  who  were  strangers ;  I  had  never  seen  them. 

Q.  So  the  offer  of  Poultney  &  Trimble  was  the  only  offer  that  was 
made  in  due  form,  in  writing!— A.  That  was  made  in  due  form  to  the 
Secretary.  So  far  as  I  recollect,  I  declined  to  have  anything  to  do  with 
it,  while  I  could  see  that  it  was  advantageous  to  the  Government  to 
dispose  of  those  arms,  if  they  were  defective,  and  get  good  ones. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  how  it  became  known  to  outside  parties  that  these 
guns  were  for  sale? — A.  I  cannot.  We  had  inquiries  every  day  about 
arms.  I  might  have  mentioned  it  that  we  had  these  things  which  were 
slightly  defective,  and  would  be  glad  to  get  rid  of  them. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  having  had  any  conversation  about  it  with  any- 
body ? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  I  understood  the  Secretary  to  say  that  there  was  no  public  an- 
nouncement of  the  fact  that  the  arms  were  for  sale  ? — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  Did  General  Dyer  recommend  to  you  that  these  arms  should  he 
sold? — A.  General  Dyer  and  I  had  several  conversations  al>out  thnt, 
and  we  both  agreed  that  it  would  be  a  very  good  thing  to  get  rid  of 
them,  I  stating  that  I  should  like  to  have  a  perfect  arm,  and  be  that  be 
would  like  to  have  his  experts  continued. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  me  when  you  had  the  conversations  with  General 
Dyer  about  that  matter? — A.  I  do  not  know.  I  bad  so  many  talks 
about  those  guns  during  the  year  1870  that  I  could  not  tell  precisely 
when  it  came  up;  I  suppose  it  must  have  come  up  soon  after  I  receivwl 
the  announcement  from  the  inspecting  officer  that  that  was  an  apparent 
defect. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Poultney  &  Trimble  had  been  advised  by 
anybody  that  these  arms  we're  for  sale? — A.  I  do  not  know.  They 
came  to  me  perfect  strangers.  I  never  saw  Mr.  Poultney  before  he 
came  to  the  office  to  inquire  about  them. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  me  when  the  arms  were  all  finished? — A.  You  mean 
those  that  we  finally  received? 

Q.  No;  those  that  you  sold.= — A.  I  cannot;  but  I  think  somewhere 
between  the  10th  and  the  30th  of  April. 

Q.  The  last  ones? — A.  I  do  not  think  any  of  them  were  delivered 
before  April.  I  do  not  think  any  of  the  10,000  were  delivered  before 
April. 

Q.  There  were  some  finished  when  you  made  the  sale,  were  there 
not? — A.  Of  the  10,000  ordered  we  had  received  in  the  neighborhood  of 
2,000,  perhaps  2,500.  They  were  fitted  and  bronzed,  as  1  thought  thnt 
would  be  better;  but  these  ])urchasers  wanted  them  brightened,  and 
they  were  returned  by  my  order  to  the  armory  to  be  burnished  and  fitted 
as  they  wanted  them. 

Q.  Did  they  tell  you  why  he  wanted  to  have  them  brightened?— A.  I 
think  not. 
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Q.  Did  they  give  a  reason  for  it? — A.  Only  that  they  preferred  them 
that  way;  it  was  a  matter  of  preference. 

Q.  Where  were  those  arms,  after  they  were  finished,  distributed  at 
the  time? — A.  Some  at  Portsmouth,  some  at  Boston,  and,  I  think,  a  few 
at  New  York. 

Q,  And  those  that  were  finished  were  ordered  back  to  the  Springfield 
armory,  to  have  the  bronzing  taken  off  and  burnished! — A.  Yes,  sir; 
the  telegram*^  are  here  directing  tliem  to  be  sent  back. 

Q.  At  what  time  were  those  telegrams  sent! — A.  1  have  here  a  tele- 
gram to  Messrs.  Poultuey  &  Trimble :  *'  The  rifles  from  Portsmouth  and 
Boston  went  yesterday  evening  to  Springfield  by  fast  train." 

Q.  What  date  is  that  f— A.  March  21,  1871. 

Q.  Is  there  another  one  I — A.  Here  is  one  to  Poultney  &  Trimble: 
"The  978  rifles  at  New  York  are  just  ordere<l  to  Springfield.''  This 
was  the  21st  of  March ;  that  is  signed  by  me.  Here  is  a  telegram 
addressed  at  the  same  time  to  Colonel  J.  G.  Benton,  Superintendent 
National  Armory,  Springfield,  Massachusetts: 

**8iB:  The  Bureau  yesterday  directed  900  Remington  rifles  to  be  sent 
to  you  from  Boston,  300  from  Portsmouth,  New  Hampshire,  on  account 
of  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble  in  furtherance  of  their  contract.  It  is 
understood  that  Mr.  Poultney  wUl  advise  you  as  to  the  disposition.  In 
the  meautime  the  transportation  of  the  arms  to  the  armory  and  of  a 
like  number  back  to  Portsmouth  and  to  Boston  to  replace  them  is  to  be 
paid  by  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble." 

Q.  What  date  is  tliatf — A.  The  same  dat^,  the  21st  of  Mar^h. 

Q.  Were  there  any  of  these  rifles  at  Springfield  ^o  be  prepared  for  ship- 
meut  in  February  ? — A.  That  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  So  far  as  I 
understood  it,  they  were  sent  forward  as  fast  as  they  were  finished. 
The  presumption  on  my  part  is  that  they  were  not. 

Q.  Do  you  think  there  might  have  been  some  finished  in  February, 
all  ready  to  be  sent  forward  then  f — A.  It  is  quite  possible.  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  how  many  were  finished. 

By  the  CHAiK^LiN : 

Q.  Were  any  sent  forward  in  February  f — A.  None  to  my  knowledge. 
I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  shipping  of  them. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Could  you  tell  of  your  own  knowledge  when  the  arms  that  were 
got  ready  at  the  Springfield  armory — not  those  that  had  been  distrib- 
uted, but  those  that  were  in  process  of  manufacture  at  the  Springfield 
armory — were  got  ready  to  be  shipped  I — A.  I  could  not  tell. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  Secretary  has  testified  that  the  contract  was  completed  on 
the  2l8t  day  of  March.  Now,  I  ask  if  any  orders  would  have  been 
,<iven  for  the  delivery  of  any  of  those  rifles  before  the  completion  of 
the  contract  ? — A.  They  would  not  have  been. 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  The  point  I  am  inquiring  about  is  this :  there  were  distinct 
classes  of  arms,  those  that  were  distributed  and  those  that  were  got 
ready  at  the  Springfield  armory,  and  I  was  asking  whether  any  of  those 
that  were  got  ready  at  the  Springfleld  armory  without  having  been  dis- 
tributed were  got  ready  for  shipnient  during' the  month  of  February  ? — 
A.  There  was  an  order  from  me  to  General  Dyer  to  suspend  the 
whole  operation,  which  would,  of  course,  have  stopped  everything,  on 
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account  of  some  increased  demand  for  a  reduction  for  the  cost  of  the 
bayonet ;  that  was  ]March  2. 

Q.  And  you  say  no  arms  luid  yet  been  delivered  to  your  knowle<lge!— 
A.  I  take  it  for  granted.  I  will  read  yon  the  order  which  I  jjave  to 
General  Dyer  in  relation  to  this.  On  the  27th  of  February  I  addressed 
a  letter  to  General  Dyer  suspending  the  order  in  tvto,  Nothing  had 
been  delivered,  and  my  order  was  to  stop  the  whole  prot^eeding. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  nothing  had  been  <leUvered  by  that  time!— A. 
I  did  not  know  positively,  but  I  did  not  order  any  arms  back  from  Boston 
until  after  that  date.     J  took  for  granted  nothing  had  been  done. 

Q.  Had  you  given  directions  to  General  Dyer  previously  that  the 
arms  should  be  delivered  as  fiist  as  they  coukl  be  got  ready  at  the 
Springfield  armory  ;  I  mean  those  that  had  not  been  distributed  ?— A.  I 
gave  him  no  orders  about  that  at  all.  lie  was  to  deliver  them  to  Mr. 
Poultney's  order  as  he  wanted  them. 

Q.  Was  it  the  understanding  that  the  arms  should  be  delivered  as 
they  were  got  ready  at  the  Springfield  armory,  after  the  margin  had 
been  ])ut  up  f— A.  1  had  no  understanding  about  it  at  all.  The  subject 
after  it  passed  from  me  was  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Poultney.  He  was  to 
receive  tlie  arms  as  he  wanted  them.  The  directions  to  General  Dyer 
were  to  deliver  them  to  his  order.  . 

Q.  Did  General  Dyer  have  directions  after  the  bargain  had  been  con- 
cluded with  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble,  by  the  putting  up  and  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  margin,  to  deliver  the  arms  as  they  were  got  ready!— 
A.  None  from  the  Naval  Bureau  of  Ordnance.  There  was  only  one 
order  about  the  delivery. 

Q.  Did  the  delivery  by  General  Dyer  or  by  the  officers  of  the  Spring- 
field armory  to  Poultney  &  Trimble  depend  upon  special  orders  from 
the  Navy  Department  to  that  eftect  f — A.  Not  at  all.  They  were  to  de- 
liver them  as  they  were  paid  for.  The  order  shows  that  they  were  to 
put  up  a  margin  of  $40,000,  and  then  to  pay  $1G  for  every  Vifle  they 
took. 

Q.  Where  does  it  appear  when  the  arms  were  successively  paid  for  !— 
A.  That  would  ai)pear  from  the  records  of  the  Springfiehl  armory,  1 
suppose,  or  the  records  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment.   No  money  ever  passed  through  our  Bureau. 

Q.  Is  it  your  impression  that  the  arms  were  paid  for  there  as  they 
were  delivered  at  the  Springfield  armory  ! — A.  About  the  payment,  1 
know  nothing ;  about  the  requirements  before  the  delivery,  I  know  every- 
thing. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  it  possible  that  arms  were  delivered  before  the 
matter  was  stopped  by  your  order  to  General  Dyer? — ^A.  I  do  not  think 
so;  I  do  not  believe  an  arm  had  been  delivered. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Had  any  been  delivered  before  the  21st  of  March! — A.  Tliat  was 
the  date  of  that  order.  1  do  not  think  one  had  been  delivered  when  my 
lett<3r  was  sent  to  General  Dyer  stopping  the  whole  matter  until  the  price 
of  the  bayonet  was  definitely  settled. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Is  the  exhibit  presented  by  the  Secretary  (Exhibit  No.  17)  all  the 
correspondence  there  is  about  that  point! — A.  All  the  correspondence 
in  connection  with  arms  in  every  way. 

Q.  Did  the  Navy  Department  have  any  correspondence  as  to  the 
shipment  of  those  arms! — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  Who  conducted  the  sale  on  the  part  of  the  Navy  Department !— 
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A.  I  did.  The  letters  here  show  the  whole  transaction.  Washington, 
on  the  27th  of  January,  I  wrote  to  General  Dyer:  "  I  am  directed  by  the 
honorable  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  request  you  to  make  for  the  Navy  12,000 
liemington  rifles  in  addition  to  the  10,000  ordered  by  the  Bureau  under 
date  of  February  3, 1870."  That  shows  it  was  about  a  year  previous 
that  the  10,000  were  ordered. 

Q.  Did  Poultney  &  Trimble  ask  you  to  sell  them  any  ammunition 
along  with  the  arms! — A.  None. 

Q.  Is  there  any  ammunition  of  another  gun  suitable  for  the  Keming- 
ton  rifle  that  you  know  off — A.  Any  ammunition  of  caliber  .50,  metallic 
charges,  would  answer  for  them — any  ammunition  of  that  character. 

Q.  Now,  as  to  the  discovery  of  that  defect  in  the  sight.  By  whom  was 
that  discovered! — A.  I  cannot  tell  precisely;  the  records  of  my  Bureau 
will  show  that.  There  are  reports  from  officers  who  were  superintend- 
ing; Lieutenant  Commander  Pearson  or  Lieutenant  Commander  Kobe- 
son  were  there  superintending  the  manufacture  of  the  arms. 

Q.  AVhere — at  Springfield! — A.  At  the  Springfield  armory. 

Q.  And  they  discovered  the  defect  in  the  siglitf — A.  I  think  it  came 
from  them,  or  it  might  have  been  discovered  after  some  of  the  arms  were 
sent  to  one  of  the  yards  on  trial  there.    1  am  not  po8iti\'t5  about  that. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  of  any  trial  that  was  made  of  them! — A.  Only 
that  the  arms  were  tried  at  the  armory,  and  my  impression  is  that  the 
defect  was  discovered  there. 

Q.  Was  there  any  official  report  made  to  you  about  that  point? — A. 
I  am  not  sure  of  that.    If  there  was,  it  is  on  the  tiles  of  the  Bureau. 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  any! — A.  I  do  not  remember  any.  The  arms 
were  sent  to  the  Bureau  as  a  sample,  and  we  at  once  saw  that  there  was 
a  defect  ourselves. 

Q.  Did  you  give  any  directions,  based  on  official  statements,  with  re- 
gard to  that  matter! — A.  I  am  not  positive,  but  my  impression  is  that 
1  asked  that  in  the  manufacture  of  the  balance  of  tlie  order  of  10,000 
that  thing  might  be  rectified,  and  to  the  best  of  my  recollection  I  was 
informed  that  it  was  too  late;  the  arms  were  too  far  advanced  to  make 
the  alteration. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  in  what  part  of  the  process  of  the  manufacture  the 
sight  is  put  on? — A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  would  have  been  an  expensive  thing  to 
have  changed  the  sight  to  the  place  where  you  wanted  it! — A.  I  am  not 
sure  whether  it  would  have  been  expensive  or  not.  The  fact  is,  1  know 
nothing  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Is  the  sight  inserted  in  a  slot  cut  on  the  breech  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  After  that  slot  was  cut  off"  no  change  could  be  made? — A.  It  could 
not  have  been  changed  very  well  without  some  injury  and  weakening 
the  arm  somewhat. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  Had  the  Remington  gun  been  in  use  in  the  Navy  before  this  sale 
was  made  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  1  do  not  know  at  what  date ;  if  not  the  Rem- 
ington rifle,  the  Remington  carbine  had  been  used. 

Q.  I  mean  Remington  rifles  of  the  same  class ! — A.  None,  whatever. 
These  were  the  first. 

Q.  After  the  defect  had  been  discovered  were  the  rest  of  the  10,000 
finished  in  the  same  defective  manner  ! — A.  As  I  have  just  said,  after 
the  defect  was  discovered,  I  endeavored  to  have  it  rectified  in  the  rest, 
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and  so  advised  to  the  best  of  mj  recollection ;  but  the  pieces  were  too 
far  advanced. 

Q.  So  that  it  could  not  be  rectified  ? — A.  It  could  not  be  rectified. 

Q.  Have  jou  any  correspondence  on  that  subject! — A.  I  am  not  Rure, 
I  think  there  is  correspondence  on  that  subject.  If  there  is,  I  will  send 
it  to  the  committee  through  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  with  his  per- 
mission. 

Q.  When  you  received  the  offer  from  Poultney  &  Trimble,  was  that 
after  the  defect  in  the  sif^ht  had  been  discovered  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  how  it  became  public  that  there  was  such  a  defect  ?— 
A.  I  do  not  know.  I  may  have  talked  of  it.  We  talked  of  it  in  the 
Bureau ;  we  talked  to  the  ordnance  people  of  the  Army  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Would  it  be  known  at  the  armory  ? — A,  It  was  known  at  the 
armory  that  they  were  being  nianuftictured.  General  Dyer  and  the 
officers  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  of  the  Army  would  know  all  about  it. 
The  workmen  at  Springfield  knew  all  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Were  the  arms  considered,  under  the  control  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment before  thev  were  delivered! — A.  Until  delivered  to  us  or  to  our 
order. 

Q.  As  long  as  they  were  in  process  of  manufacture? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  at  what  period  these  rifles  did  pass  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  War  Department  into  those  of  the  Navy  Department  ?— 
A.  I  suppose  constructively ;  finished  when  they  were  delivered  upon 
our  onler. 

Q.  AVhat  do  you  mean  by  "constructively"! — A.  These  arms  had  to 
be  made,  and  the  10,000  that  Mr.  Poultney  was  to  get  w^e  were  never 
to  see. 

Q.  1  understand  you  to  say  that  as  long  as  they  were  in  process  of 
construction  they  were  still  under  the  control  of  the  War  Department!— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  They  were  not  delivered! — A.  Not  delivered. 

Q.  They  cx)uld  not  be  delivered  until  they  were.finished  ! — A.  Until 
they  were  finished. 

Q.  They  were  sold  before  they  were  finished  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  My  question  was  this :  were  they  not  sold,  then,  l)efore  they  had 
come  out  of  the  hands  of  the  War  Department  under  the  control  of  the 
Navy  Department! — A.  I  might  say  yes  and  I  might  say  no  to  that 
We  had  the  power  to  dispose  of  them.  Therefore,  to  a  certain  extent 
they  might  be  considered  delivered  to  us. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  They  were  made  to  your  order  ! — A.  Made  to  our  order,  and  dis- 
posed of  in  accordance  with  our  order.  Here  is  the  order  directing 
General  Dyer  to  deliver.    I  will  read  it. 

[The  witness  read  the  letter  to  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  signed  "A.  Lnd- 
low  Case,  Chief  of  Bureau,"  dated  "  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Depart- 
ment, 27th  January,  '71,"  found  in  Exhibit  No.  17.] 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  was  on  the  3d  of  February  ! — A.  This  was  on  the 
27thof  January,  1871. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  That  the  letter  was  written  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  Mr,  ScHORZ : 

Q.  That  i.sa  letter  addressctl  to  General  Dyer! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  is  the  general  direction  about  the  delivery  of  anus  which  I 
vas  inquiring-  about.  Does  it  not  appear  from  that  letter  also  that  the 
niisunderstaudiug  or  the  difference  of  opinion  about  the  bayonets  was 
then  already  settled! — A.  No,  sir.  It  appeared  to  be  settled  then,  but 
subsequently  there  was  another  letter  in  relation  to  that  which  I  will 
read.    This  is  a  letter  addressed  to  General  Dyer. 

[The  witness  thereupon  read  (he  letter  dated  "  Bureau  of  Ordnance, 
Navy  Department,  Washington,  27th  February,  '71,"  addressed  to  Gen- 
eral Dyer,  to  be  found  in  the  Exhibit  No.  17.] 

Q.  What  w«as  the  reply  to  that  letter  on  the  part  of  Poultney  & 
Trimble! — A.  I  will  read  it.  Here  is  my  letter  of  the  same  date,  in- 
closing to  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble  a  copy  of  that  letter. 

[The  witness  thereu[)on  read  the  letter  datiHl  Washington,  February 
27, 1871,  and  addressed  to  Messrs.  Poultney  &  Trimble,  Baltimore,  Mary- 
land, and  the  reply  of  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  dat^d  Washington, 
]\Iar('h  2,  1871,  addressed  to  Commodore  Case,  to  be  found  in  Exhibit 
No.  17.] 

Q.  So  that  there  appeared  to  be  only  an  apparent  difference  of  opinion. 
Poultney  &  Trimble  were  willing  to  pay  you  the  price  you  asked  them! — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  so  they  stated.  Upon  that  same  date,  March  2,  1871,  a 
letter  was  addressed  to  General  Dyer,  which  I  will  read. 

[The  witness  read  the  letter  addressed  by  him  to  General  Dyer,  dated 
March  2,  1871,  to  be  found  in  the  Exhibit  No.  17.] 

Q.  1  noticed  in  the  first  of  those  letters  which  you  i^ead  that  the 
direction  was  given  that  Poultney  &  Trimble  should  put  up  the  margin, 
as  1  understood  it,  either  at  the  New  York  agency  of  the  Army  or  at  the 
Springfield  Armor}',  with  Colonel  Benton.  Was  not  that  it? — A.  I  do 
not  think  that  was  so. 

Q,  Then  I  misunderstood  you  ? — A.  The  paragraph  in  relation  to  that 
is  in  the  letter  to  General  Dyer,  dated  January  27, 1871,  in  these  words: 

'*  Before  the  additional  order  for  the  12,000  riHes  is  commenced,  Messrs. 
Poultney  &  Ti-imble  are  to  deposit  with  you  or  Colonel  Benton  $40,000 
as  a  margin." 

Q.  Is  it  usual  in  the  Navy  Department  when  you  sell  ordnance  stores 
that  the  margin  or  other  payments  are  put  up  with  officers  of  the  Ord- 
nance Bureau  of  the  Army  f — A,  No,  sir.  This  matter  was  never  con- 
sidered a  sale.  It  was  more  of  an  exchange.  No  money  was  ever  han- 
dled by  the  Nav3^  Department  in  any  way.  It  was  an  exchange  of 
ten  thousand  rifles  for  twelve  thousand,  as  we  undei'stood  it,  to  be 
uianufa<;tured  by  the  Army  Ordnance  Bureau. 

Q.  You  say  no  money  was  handled  by  the  Navy  Department.  Did 
you  not  hear  the  Secretary  testify  that  the  $40,01)0  margin  put  up  by 
Poultney  &  Trimble  passed  under  the  control  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment on  the  books? — A.  I  think  the  Secretary,  if  he  said  that,  was  mis- 
taken.    It  did  not  pass  through  the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  To  the  Navy  Department  ? — A.  No  mop'^y  passed  to  the  Navy 
Department. 

Mr.  Sawyer.  The  Secretary  qualified  it  very  decidedly,  "  under  the 
control  of  the  Navy  Department  to  pay  for  the  twelve  thousand  rifles." 

The  Witness.  That  is  as  I  understood  it. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  ScnURZ.)  Have  you  any  general  rules  as  to  the  putting  up 
of  margins  when  you  make  sales  f — A.  No,  sir.  This  is  the  first  instance, 
that  I  know  of,  of  the  kind.    Our  sales  are  generally  absolute. 

Q.  Generally  for  cash  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  This  was  a  sale  of  ten  thousand  rifles  for  the  purpose  of  gettinc: 
twelve  thousand  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  we  thought  we  made  a  very  jrood 
thing  of  it. 

Q.  And  a  margin  was  put  up  to  secure  the  certainty  of  completing 
the  whole  thing  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Was  this  matter  mentioned  in  your  report  1 — A.  It  was  not. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  why  it  was  not  ? — A.  It  was  a  simple  exchange  of 
rifles.  I  made  a  report  of  the  purchase  of  ten  thousand  rifles,  1  tliiuk, 
in  my  report  of  this  year  or  last  year. 

Q.  Do  the  twelve  thousand  you  got  in  exchange  a{>pearin  the  reports 
at  all  ? — A.  Only  upon  the  records  of  the  receipts  of  our  office. 

Q.  I  mean  in  the  official  report  you  rendered  f — A.  !No,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  why  it  was  not  mentioned  f — A.  This  was  more 
of  a  trade,  as  it  were.  It  was  a  little  unusual.  The  Government  very 
rarely  makes  anything. 

Q.  Do  you  not  report  unusual  proceedings  in  your  report  f — A.  We 
very  rarely  have  them.  This  is  the  first  instance  I  have  ever  known 
where  the  Government  has  made  two  thousand  rifles  in  an  exchange  of 
ten  thousand. 

Q.  Would  you  not  consider  it  especially  proper  to  mention  in  your 
reports  an  unusual  proceeding  of  that  kindf — A.  I  think  not. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you,  was  there  any  reason  that  jou  know  of  for  not 
mentioning  it? — A.  None,  either  for  mentioning  it  or  for  not  mentiouiu^ 
it.    My  reports  show  the  number  of  arms  on  hand. 

By  Mr.  Ames: 

Q.  Did  you  report  in  reference  to  other  sales  f — A.  [  do  not  think  I 
did.    I  have  not  been  in  the  habit  of  reporting  sales. 

By  Mr.  Scni  RZ : 

Q.  Were  any  other  ordnance  stores  sold  by  the  Navy  Department  in 
the  year  1870  f — A.  O,  yes  ;  we  sold  all  the  way  through  the  year. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  an  auctiou  sale  which  took  i)lace  at  Boston 
early  in  1870  ? — A.  I  think  there  were  sales  in  New  York,  Boston,  aud 
Norfolk.  I  had  to  stop  the  sales,  because  I  found  there  were  coiubiua- 
tious  to  buy  up  the  arms  and  divide  the  profits,  the  i)arties  giving  a 
mere  song  for  them.    We  have  many  of  those  remaining  still  on  haud» 

Q.  Were  there  any  breech-loading  carbines  and  musketvS,  or  such  arms, 
reserved  at  the  auction  sale  at  Boston,  or  withheld  T — A.  I  am  not  cer- 
tain about  that.  I  could  not  speak  positively  in  relation  to  it  without 
referring  to  the  orders  given.  My  impression  now  is  that  there  was  a 
price  fixed  upon  them  which  they  were  not  to  sell  under,  and  if  I  recol- 
lect aright,  a  very  large  number  of  the  arms  then  ofiered  for  sale  are  ou 
hand. 

Q.  Did  you  sell  during  the  period  of  the  French-German  war  any 
other  considerable  lots  of  guns  or  carbines  ? — A.  We  sold  in  the  years 
1870  and  1871  some  few  thousands. 

Q.  Where  f — A.  We  sold  them  at  all  the  yards ;  some  at  Norfolk, 
some  at  Washington,  some  at  Philadelphia,  some  at  New  York,  some 
at  Boston  ;  wherever  we  could  get  a  sale  for  them. 

Q.  Lots  of  breech-loading  carbines  and  rifles  ! — ^A.  No,  no. 

Q.  Not  of  that  class  ? — A.  No.    We  had  them  offered  for  sale,  but 
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parties  did  not  offer  what  we  thought  was  a  proi>er  price  for  them,  and 
we  have  them  still. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  interviews  with  General  Dyer  with  regard  to 
that  sale  to  be  made  to  Poultney  &  Trimble  ? — A.  1  dare  say  we  talked 
it  over ;  1  do  not  recollect  precisely. 

Q.  Did  General  Dyer  introduce  Poultney  &  Trimble  to  you  T — A,  1 
have  been  trying  to  think  since  I  have  been  in  this  room  who  introduced 
Mr.  Poultney  to  me  ;  I  cannot  recollect  who  introduced  Mr.  Poultney  ; 
I  never  saw  Mr.  Trimble. 

Q.  Did  not  General  Dyer  introduce  them  as  solvent  parties,  jiarties 
proper  to  sell  to ! — A.  I  do  not  recollect  anything  of  that  kind.  Poult- 
ney &  Trimble  are  an  established  firm  of  arms  dealers  in  Baltimore,  as 
I  understand,  of  long  standing. 

Q.  Did  General  Dyer  recommend  the  sale  of  those  guns  to  you  T — A. 
He  recommended  it,  and  was  very  glad  to  have  the  ten  thousand  dis- 
posed of,  so  that,  as  I  have  already  stated,  he  could  keep  his  men 
employed  in  making  twelve  thousand  more.  I  think  1  have  stated  that 
once  or  twice. 

By  the  Chahiman  : 

Q.  I  forgot  to  ask  tlie  Secretary  a  cjuestion  which  I  desire  to  ask  you. 
Do  you  know  of  any  Government  official  who  has  received,  directly  or 
indirectly,  any  sum  of  money  growing  out  of  the  sale  of  these  arms! — 
A.  None,  sir.  I  look  upon  that  thing  as  an  impossibility,  so  far  as  the 
Xavy  is  concerned. 

Bv  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  I  find  in  the  "New  York  Times"  a  letter  from  you.  Commodore, 
written  in  November,  1871,  in  reply  to  an  attack  that  was  made  by 
somebody  ou  these  liemington  rilles,  in  which  you  say  that  the  Eeming- 
ton  ritie,  referring  especially  to  this  lot,  was  a  most  excellent  gun  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir,  the  ten  thousand.  In  speaking  of  that,  1  will  say  that  I  only 
spoke  of  the  ten  thousand  that  we  ordered  and  received,  the  ten  thou- 
sand of  the  twelve  thousand. 

f^Q.  The  lot  that  was  sold  ? — A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not  speak  of  that.    Those 
guns  we  never  received  at  all. 

Q.  There  was  mention  made  in  that  attack  upon  the  Remington  gun, 
that  they  had  to  be  sent  back  to  the  Springfield  armory  to  be  repaired  f — 
A.  I  stated  that  none  of  the  ten  thousand  we  had  received  had  ever 
been  sent  back  for  rei)air8.  We  have  never  sent  back  anj'that  we  have 
received.  Of  those  which  we  never  received,  which  passed  to  Mr.  Poult- 
ney, as  has  already  been  stated,  they  were  sent  back,  as  he  wanted  to 
have  them  burnished. 

Q.  The  letter  reads  in  this  way : 

"  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department, 

*'  }Vmhington  City^  Kovemher  25,  1871. 

"Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons: 

"  Sirs:  In  answer  to  your  letter  of  this  date,  calling  its  attention  to 
the  article  in  the  New  York  Times  of  the  24th  instant  in  relation  to  the 
liemington  gun,  the  Bureau  ha«  to  inform  you  that  there  is  not  a  parti- 
cle of  truth  in  the  statements  relating  to  the  arms  furnished  by  you  for 
the  Navy.  Not  one  single  gun  of  the  ten  thousand  has  been  returned 
to  the  Springfield  or  any  other  armory  *  to  be  overhauled.'  On  the 
contrary',  six  hundred  are  now  on  board  the  ships  of  the  Asiatic  fleet, 
and  the  guns  have  been  supplied  to  every  ship  which  has  been  commis- 
sioned since  the  deliveries  commenced.    Nothing  in  relation  to  these 
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arms  has  transpired  to  shake  tbe  conMenceof  the  Bureau  in  tbem— a 
confidence  based  upon  the  unanimous  report  of  a  board  of  officers  whobsul 
subjected  the  system,  and  that  of  every  other  gun  submitted,  to  a  mast 
searching  examination  and  trial.  The  above  statement  also  applie:$  in 
full  to  the  paragraph  in  the  New  York  Tribune  of  the  17th  iustaut, 
under  the  head  of  'Objections  to  the  liemington  gun,'  to  which  you  have 
also  called  the  Bureau's  attention. 

"  I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

"A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

'^ Chief  of  Ordnance^ 

That  letter  was  written  by  you ! — A.  That  is  my  letter. 
Q.  This  refers  to  that  lot  of  ten  thousand  gunsf — A.  AVliich  lot? 
Q.  The  lot  you  sold! — xV.  No,  sir;  the  lot  we  received.     It  refers  ex- 
pressly there  to  that  lot. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  ten  thousand  is  part  of  the  twelve  thousand  ? — A.  That  is 
part  of  the  twelve  thousand.  I  speak  of  that  as  the  ten  thousand,  l)e- 
cause  I  did  not  think  it  was  well  to  say  anything  about  our  profits,  wliith 
go  upon  the  records  of  the  Bureau,  and  they  are  there  shown  to  l>eloii^ 
to  the  Government.  Those  are  the  ten  thousand  arms  that  I  speak  of 
as  being  distributed.    Those  which  Mr.  Poultney  had  we  never  received. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  You  speak  of  only  six  hundred  of  them  being  distributed  so  far  as 
as  I  can  seef — A.  I  said  that  six  hundred  were  now  in  the  Asiatic  squad- 
ron, and  the  others  were  distributed  on  board  of  other  ships. 

Q.  You  say  you  did  not  deem  it  proper  to  say  anything  of  the  two 
thousand  which  constituted  your  profits.  Why  did  you  not  deem  that 
proper? — A.  I  have  already  explained  that. 

Q.  I  do  not  know  that  you  have  1 — A.  You  asked  me  that  question 
in  relation  to  my  reports. 

Q.  Here  is  mention  made  of  a  lot  of  ten  thousand  guns.  There  was 
one  lot  of  ten  thousand  and  one  of  twelv^e  thousand,  and  when  1  put  the 
question  whether  the  ten  thousand  was  the  lot  known  as  the  ten  thou- 
sand Remington  rifles,  you  say  no! — A.  The  one  I  refer  to  in  that  letter 
is  the  twelve  thousand,  but  I  speak  simply  of  ten  thousand.  We  uever 
received  the  others,  w  hich  Mr.  Poultney  got,  as  I  have  endeavore<l  to 
explain  to  you.  They  were  delivered  to  him  direct  from  the  armorv. 
This  letter  refers  to  those  we  have  received  and  have  now  in  use. 

Q.  ]Jid  you  receive  twelve  thousand  I — A.  We  have  twelve  thousand, 
as  the  records  of  our  Department  show. 

Q.  Why  did  you  speak  of  it,  then,  as  ten  thousand? — A.  Because  I 
only  contracted  for  ten  thousand  with  the  War  Department. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  got  twelve  thousand  by  the  exchange,  but  you  say  your  con- 
tract was  for  ten  thousand  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  our  contract  was  for  ten  thou- 
sand, and  we  received  twelve  thousand  by  the  exchange. 


Washington,  April  2, 1872. 

Jabez  H.  GiiiL  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Mr.  Edwards  testified  here  yesterday  that  some  time,  I  think,  in 
December,  1870,  Mr.  Squire,  General  Dyer,  Colonel  Treadwell,  and  Mr 
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Samuel  EemiDgton  were  at  the  Frankford  arsenal.  Have  yon  a  recol- 
lection of  that  ? — A.  I  have  a  recollection  of  General  Dyer  being  there 
only^  somewhere  about  that  time.    I  cannot  say  positively  as  to  the  date. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  any  conversation  between  the  parties  who  were  there 
in  reference  to  the  manufacture  of  cartridges  f — A.  No,  sir;  not  a  word. 
I  am  but  a  mechanic  in  the  shop,  and  no  conversation  passe<i. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  suggest  that  the  witness's  attention  be  called  to 
Mr.  Edwards's  statement. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  find  in  one  of  the  morning  papers  this  statement  of  his  evidence: 
He  "al:  o  saw  Samuel  Kemington,  General  Dyer,  Colonel  Treadwell,  and 
Mr.  Squire  at  the  Frankford  arsenal,  in  Pennsylvania,  in  December,  of 
1870,  in  a  private  room ;  one  of  the  foremen,  a  Mr.  Gill,  said  the  party 
were  there  for  the  purpose  of  ))urchasiiig  ammunition  ;  do  not  know 
de  Chambrun,  and  never  had  any  conversation  with  him."  Now,  sir, 
what  do  you  know  about  parties  being  there  to  purchase  ammunition  ? — 
A.  I  know  nothing.     I  know  of  no  person  being  there  but  General  Dyer. 

Q.  What  did  you  tell  Mr.  Edwards  f — A.  Nothing  with  respect  to 
ammunition. 

By  Mr.  Sghxtrz  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Edwards? — A.  Yes,  sir;  1  am  well  acquainted 
with  him. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Samuel  Eemington  ? — A.  I  hever 
saw  him. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Colonel  Squire? — A.  No,  sir;  I  never 
saw  him  to  know  him. 

Q.  Ls  there  any  other  man  by  the  name  of  Gill  in  the  arsenal  ? — A. 
No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  man  there  at  that  time  of  that  name  ? — A.  I 
am  the  only  one,  except  my  son  is  there,  a  young  man,  a  minor. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  IIow  old  is  be  ? — A.  Going  on  nineteen. 

By  ]Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Was  he  a  foreman  f — A.  No,  sir,  I  am  the  only  person  there,  who 
is  a  foreman,  by  the  name  of  Gill. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  or  hear  of  Mr.  Remington  being  there  ? — A.  I 
heard  of  his  being  there  the  next  day. 

Q.  After  you  had  seen  Mr.  Edwards? — Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Edwards  was 
there  the  same  day  General  Dyer  was  there. 

(J.  You  say  you  Heard  of  Mr.  Kemington  being  at  the  Frankford 
arsenal  the  next  day  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  also  hear  of  Colonel  Squire  being  there! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  Colonel  Squire! — A.  No,  sir.  I  do  not  know 
either  of  them. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  hear  that  Mr.  Remington  was  there  f — A.  That 
1  cannot  tell  now.  I  suppose  from  some  one  in  connection  with  the 
works,  but  I  do  not  remember.  I  heard  also  of  a  Mr.  Smoot  being  there 
in  connection  with  Mr.  Remington;  not  Mr.  Squire— I  never  heard  his 
name  mentioned. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Smoot! — A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  you  learn  from  common  report  that  Mr.  Hemingtou  bad  been 
there? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  General  Dyer  stay  there!  Was  he  there  on  two 
different  days? — A.  1  cannot  say.  I  think  he  was  there  two  days,  or 
part  of  three;  I  do  not  know  which. 

Q.  During  those  two  or  three  days  did  he  come  to  the  arsenal  fre- 
quently?— A.  I  saw  him  twice,  I  believe,  passing  through  the  shop, 
and  at  one  time  I  was  in  conversation  with  him  a  couple  of  minutej^; 
but  that  was  after  I  saw  Mr.  Edwards;  the  morning  after. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  General  Dyer  was  still  there  when  Mr. 
Remington  was  there? — A.  I  believe  he  was,  although  I  didnoti^ee 
Mr.  Remington.     General  Djer  was  there. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  just  now  that  you  had  a  conversation  ot 
two  or  three  minutes  with  Mr.  Remington? — A.  No,  sir;  with  General 
Dyer,  the  next  morning. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  What  was  that  conversation  with  General  Dyer? — A.  It  was  with 
reference  to  the  Martin  cartridge.  We  were  about  entering  on  the 
manufacture  of  the  Martin  cartridge. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether,  after  Mr.  Remington  and  General 
Dyer  had  been  there,  any  orders  were  given  with  reganl  to  the  niann- 
facturing  of  cartridges  for  breech-loading  guns  ? — A.  No,  sir.  We  in 
the  shop  have  our  daily  i)roduct.  A  short  time  after  that — I  cannot  say 
how  long,  whether  it  was  a  month  or  two  months — somewhere  about  the 
latter  part  of  January  or  the  middle  of  February,  a  few  hands  were 
taken  on,  and  a  larger  product  was  produced. 

Q,  More  hands  were  put  on  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  cartridges  were  those  you  manufactured  then  ? — A.  It  is 
known  as  the  service  ammunition,  calibre  .50,  seventy  grains  of  pow- 
der— the  cup-anvil  cartridge. 

Q.  Is  that  the  cartridge  used  for  the  Springfield  breech-loading  mus- 
ket?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  remember  Mr.  Edwards  was  there  one  day,  and  the 
next  day  General  Dyer  was  there,  and  you  heard  of  Mr.  Reminjfton 
being  there? — A.  1  heard  the  next  day  of  Mr.  Remington  being  there. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  dates  very  exactly  ? — A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not 

Q.  Can  you  then  say,  with  any  degree  of  certainty,  that  you  are  not 
mistaken ;  that  it  was  Remington  came  there  next  day  after  E  dwanls 
had  been  there  ? — A.  I  am  positive. 

Q,  What  makes  you  so  positive  in  that  respect? — A.  Because  I  had 
not  seen  or  conversed  with  General  Dyer ;  he  had  passed  into  the  shop 
once;  I  was  otherwise  engaged,  and  did  not  see  him  until  the  next 
morning.  Mr.  Edwards  came  and  talked  with  mewthe  day  previous, and 
I  distinctly  recollect  that  it  was  the  next  morning  I  saw  General  Dyer. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Could  you  not  state  the  day  of  the  month  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Do  you  know,  with  any  degree  of  certainty,  that  on  the  day  when 
Mr.  Edwards  was  there  General  Dyer  was  not  there,  although  you  may 
not  have  seen  him  ? — A.  lie  was  there ;  he  came,  1  think,  the  day  be- 
fore. 
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Q.  Can  you  say,  with  certainty,  that  on  that  day  Mr,  Keming^ton  was 
not  there,  althou|;^h  yon  may  not  have  seen  him  f — A.  lie  may  have 
been  there.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Eemington,  or  any  of  the  other  parties 
named. 

Q.  So  you  say  he  may  have  been  tliere  without  your  knowing  it  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Edwards  subsequently  ? — A.  I  saw  General  Dyer 
tbe  next  morning  after  I  saw  Mr.  Edwards. 

Q.  Did  you  sec  Mr.  Edwards  after  that  time  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  after  ? — A.  I  have  in  ni^^  memoranda  a  transaction  which 
occurred  between  Mr.  Edwards  and  myself  which  I  will  read : 

"  Thursday,  January  5. 

"Visited  by  Amory  Edwards,  agent  of  Schuyler,  Ilartley  &  Graham, 
and  sold  to  them  the  patent  of  my  primiug-ma<ihine." 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Edwards,  perhaps  upon 
that  occasion,  about  Dyer  and  Remington,  or  cartridges  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  certain  you  had  not? — A.  Yes,  sir.  It  was  directly  with 
reference  to  our  business.  Mr.  Edwards  and  I  talked  a  good  deal  about 
cartridges,  but  he  is  mistaken  as  to  the  specific  information  he  claims 
me  to  have  given  him  concerning  the  objects  of  those  gentlemen — com- 
pletely so. 

Q.  Did  not  the  conversation  on  that  occasion,  which  you  have  just 
mentioned,  turn  upon  cartridges  generally  ? — A.  Upon  the  merits  of  the 
Martin  cartridge  and  the  cup-anvil  cartridge. 

Q.  Did*  you  not  have  some  general  conversation  with  him  in  regard 
to  the  work  of  the  Frankfort  arsenal  and  the  manufacture  of  cart- 
ridges!— A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Cj.  Could  you  positiv^ely  state  that  jou  had  not ! — A.  No,  I  could  not. 

Q.  Do  you  deem  it  possible  that  you  might  have  had  such  a  conver- 
sation!— A.  Not  with  respect  to  stating  the  objects,  as  he  said,  in 
regard  to  those  gentlemen  purchasing  ammunition. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  what  they  were  there  for  ? — 
A.  Only  what  I  heard. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

(i.  What  means  had  you  of  knowing? — A.  No  more  than  general- 
report. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ  :  ' 

Q.  General  report  at  tbe  arsenal  ? — A.  Yes, 

Q.  What  was  the  general  report  at  the  arsenal  ? — A.  At  that  time 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  the  manufacture  of  the  cupanvil  cartridge. 

Q.  Is  the  cup-anvil  cartridge  the  one  used  for  the  Springfield  breech- 
loading  guns  ? — A.  The  cup-anvil  and  the  Martin  cartridge  are  used 
now.  It  was  not  used  then,  but  we  were  about  using  it.  The  cup- 
anvil  cartridge,  by  the  introduction  of  the  Remington  gun,  when  it  was 
fired,  being  a  copper  case,  the  expansion  was  a  little  greater,  and  the 
gUB,  not  having  sufficient  leverage  of  the  hand,  caused  it  to  stick, 
whereas  the  Springfield  gun,  having  a  leverage  there,  caused  it  to  eject 
very  freely;  and  a  modification  of  the  cup-anvil  was  attempted  by 
leaving  out  the  crink ;  that  is,  the  projection  thrown  in  under  the  cup- 
anvil  to  hold  it,  by  running  it  down  into  a  smaller  die  and  holding  it 
by  a  short  projection.  There  was  a  trial  of  that ;  they  were  shooting 
and  trying  it.    I  heard  that  Mr.  liemington  desired  to  go  into  the  manu- 
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facture  of  cartridges  and  was  there  for  specific  information  concerning 
the  manufacture  of  these  cartridges,  and  also  with  reference  to  the 
adaptation  of  the  Martin  cartridge  to  the  gun.  That  is  what  I  heanl 
by  common  report. 

Q.  To  the  Springfield  breech-loading  musket  ? — A.  Especially  for  the 
Bemiugton  gun. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  He  was  there  to  see  the  result  of  those  experiments  they  were 
making,  and  to  get  information  f — A.  For  general  information,  as  he 
contemplated  getting  a  set  of  machinery  and  going  into  the  manufacture^ 
as  he  has  since  done ;  at  least  so  I  have  learned. 

Q.  Was  it  the  understanding  at  that  time  that  Remington  was  there 
to  buy  those  cartridges  from  the  Government  f — A.  I  never  heard  it  in 
anj'  shape  or  form. 

By  Mr.  ScuuRZ: 

Q.  Did  yon  get  large  orders  at  that  time  which  you  had  to  fill!— 
A.  I  do  not  know  what  was  received  in  the  office.  The  force  was  in- 
creased ;  I  do  not  know  how  many.  There  was  an  extra  set  of  hands 
put  on.  Our  daily  product  is  about  ten  or  twelve  thousand,  and  when 
there  is  an  increase  of  a  few  hands,  the  product  increases.  The  amoont 
turned  out  then  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  say  the  number  of  hands  was  increased.  In  the  manufactor- 
ing  of  cartridges,  was  it  f — A.  I  believe  it  was. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  How  long  after  thatf — A.  I  cannot  say;  my  recollection  does  not 
carry  me  back  to  that.  It  may  have  been  toward  the  latter  part  of 
January  or  the  first  of  February.  Perhaps  Colonel  Treadwell  would 
know  better. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  When  the  number  of  hands  was  increased,  what  kind  of  ammunition 
was  made  then! — A.  The  cup-anvil  cartridge. 

Q.  That  is  the  cartridge  that  is  used  in  the  Springfield  gun,  is  it?— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Used  in  any  gun  of  the  caliber  of  .501 — A.  And  suitable  to  that 
sized  chamber.    There  is  the  cup-anvil  cartridge.    [Producing  one.] 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Is  it  used  with  the  Springfield  breech-loading  musket  in  the  Army 
now  t — ^Yes,  sir,  and  with  the  Kemiugtou  too,  in  connection,  to  a  certain 
extent,  with  the  Martin. 

Q.  You  referred  to  a  conversation  you  had  with  General  Dyer  about 
that  time.  What  was  that  conversation  about! — A.  It  was  with  re- 
spect to  the  uianufaeture  of  the  Martin  cartridge.  lie  said  to  me:  '*! 
want  the  very  best,  and  1  want  such  tools  made  as  will  make  these 
cartridges  well  and  cheap."  I  have  been  tbere  for  the  last  four  or  ^\t 
years,  engaged  in  designing  and  making  machines  for  the  manufactua* 
of  this  work.    Those  were  his  words  to  me,  an<l  nothing  else. 

Q.  Was  an  extra  force  put  on  shortly  alter  that  ? — A.  That  is  what  I 
stated  before.  1  cannot  tell  you  whether  it  was  two,  three,  or  lour 
weeks,  but  sometime  after  that. 

Q.  And  then  this  cartridge  was  manufactured  in  large  quantities  f— 
A.  Yes,  sir  j  that  is  to  say,  we  were  manufacturing  it  regularly  along. 
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bat  an  increaHed  force  was  pat  on — qnite  a  number ;  and  I  cannot  tell 
bow  many,  whether  we  ran  twenty-live,  thirty,  or  forty  thousand  a  day. 
I  do  not  remember  the  number  of  hands,  because  I  was  not  directly  con- 
nected with  it  at  that  time.  I  had  my  other  part  of  the  business,  that 
is,  the  machinery",  to  attend  to. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Smootf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  him  by  sight  f — A.  I  saw  him  last  December. 

Q.  Did  you  know  him  by  sifjht  before  t — A.  No,  sir.  1  never  saw 
him  before.    I  saw  him  at  the  Springfield  armory. 


Washington,  April  2, 1872. 
Thomas  J.  Treadwell  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  to  us  what  you  know  of  the  persons  said  to  have 
been  present  in  December,  1870,  ut  the  Frankford  Arsenal? — Answer. 
My  rw'ollection  is  that  some  time  iu  December,  I  cannot  tell  the  exact 
date,  General  Dyer  paid  a  visit  to  the  arsenal,  and  during  his  visit 
Mr.  Keiiiiugton  and,  I  think,  Mr.  Smoot,  came  up  to  the  arsenal  also. 
While  (ieneral  Dyer  was  at  the  arsenal  he  stsiid  at  my  quarters  all  the 
time.  I  think  he  was  there  about  two  days;  it  may  have  been  three. 
1  do  not  recollect  exactly  how  long  he  was  there. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  About  what  time  was  that ! — A.  Some  time  in  December.  I  can- 
not give  the  exact  date,  and  I  do  not  know  any  way  in  which  I  could 
fret  at  the  exact  date  except  by  the  records  of  the  Ordnance  Office, 
which  would  show  that  from  one  period  to  another  period  he  was  ab- 
sent from  the  Bureau,  and  a  part  of  that  time  he  was  at  my  arsenal,  and 
a  part  (»f  the  time  at  the  New  York  agency.  Ho  was  on  a  Si>ecial  tour 
of  inspection. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  their  having  been  there  for  the  pur- 
pose of  purchasing  ammunition  at  that  time  f — A.  I  have  none  at  all. 

Q.  What  was  your  position  iu  the  arsenal  at  that  time  ? — A.  I  was 
coniiiianding  officer, 

Q.  If  such  had  been  their  purpose  would  you  not  have  known  of  it ! — 
A.  I. do  not  know  that  there  were  any  such  propositions. 

Q.  Would  you  not  have  been  the  party  to  whom  they  would  have 
apjjjied  ? — A.  For  the  purchase  ?     No,  sir. 

Q.  Who  would  have  been  the  person! — A.  Probably  to  the  Bureau 
here.  If  they  had  applied  to  me  I  should  have  referred  it  to  the  Bu- 
reau, which  would  have  been  the  same  thing  in  the  end. 

Q.  Yoti  heard  and  knew  nothing  of  these  parties  being  there  at  that 
tiaie  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  ammunition  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  Did  you  see  General  Dyer  and  Mr.  Kemington  together  f — A.  Yes, 

sir. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  their  conversation? — A.  I  heard  a  good  deal  of  the 
conversation,  I  suppose,  in  a  general  way. 

Q.  What  was  it! — A.  I  do  not  think  I  could  tell  you.  It  was  a  gen- 
eral conversation.  A  great  deal  of  it  was  in  my  office.  The  office  door 
was  oi)en.  Probably  most  of  the  time  the  other  three  officers  of  the  post 
were  present  in  the  room  also. 
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Q.  Who  were  the  other  three  officers  ? — A.  Gaptaiu  Farley,  Captaiu 
Prince,  and  Captain  Dutton. 

Q.  Was  the  capacity  of  the  cartridge-works  discnssed  with  you  at 
the  time ;  how  much  tiiey  could  turn  out  ?  A.  Probably,  with  General 
Dyer,  at  my  quarters,  and  some  discussion  may  have  taken  place  in  the 
office.  I  do  not  recollect  anything  of  the  kind.  I  had  special  instruc- 
tions in  writing,  and  I  think  the  letter  giving  me  the  instructions  can 
be  produced. 

Q.  About  what! — A.  To  increase  the  production. 

Q.  You  say  ypu  received  orders  from  the  Ordnance  Bureau  about  the 
manufacture  of  cartridges? — A.  I  received  a  letter  from  the  Bureau  di- 
recting me  to  increase  production,  or  take  measures  to  increase  the  pro- 
duction. 

Q.  When  was  that? — A.  1  cannot  give  you  the  date.  It  was  a  letter 
from  the  office,  and  can  be  produced. 

Mr.  ScnuRZ.    I  suggest  that  a  copy  of  it  be  produced. 

The  Witness.    It  is  here,  doubtless,  in  the  records. 

[The  information  referred  to  was  subsequently  furnished  by  the  wit- 
ness, and  will  be  found  in  Exhibit  No.  18,  annexed  to  the  testimony.] 

Q.  (By  Mr.  ScnuRZ.)  What  was  the  conversation  between  General 
Dyer  and  Mr.  Kemington  about,  that  you  heard;  was  it  about  the 
capacity  of  the  works  to  turn  out  cartridges  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.  A  great 
deal  of  the  conv^ersation  I  did  not  hear  myself,  and  was  not  a  party  to, 
and  Mr.  Kemington  was  very  often  addressing  somebody  else.  There 
were  probably  from  six  to  eight  persons  present  in  the  office  at  the  time. 
Then  we  visited  the  shops,  and,  I  think,  we  tried  some  ammunition  that 
day. 

Q.  What  ammunition  was  that? — A.  I  think  we  tried  the  cup-anvil 
cartridge,  and,  perhaps,  some  Martin  cartridges  may  have  been  tried. 
I  had  been  experimenting,  with  a  view  of  overcoming  the  difficulty  ex- 
perienced of  the  sticking  of  the  fired  case  in  the  Eemington  gun  of  the 
cup-anvil  cartridge,  as  we  made  it.  I  wanted  to  overcome  that  stickiug 
if  I  could,  and  I  was  experimenting  with  the  cartridge,  to  do  it.  I 
think  some  of  those  cartridges  were  fired.  The  sticking  was  particularly 
complained  of  in  the  Itemington  gun.    There  the  leverage  is  much  less. 

By  Mr.  LoGAN : 

Q,  As  to  the  sticking,  do  you  mean  by  this  projection  here,  [illns- 
trating  on  a  cartridge,]  where  the  leverage  throws  it  out  f — A.  No, 
sir;  the  case  is  a  little  smaller  than  the  chamber,  and  firing  expands  it 
Owing  to  undue  expansion,  i)robably,  in  the  Remington  gun,  with 
short  leverage,  the  case  sticks  more  than  it  does  in  the  Springfield  gun. 
where  the  leverage  is  very  large  and  the  breech-lock  is  heavy. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Were  any  experiments  made  with  the  Springfield  breech-loading 
guns;  also  the  same  cartridges  f — A.  I  think  it  very  likely.  We  gene* 
rally  try  the  Springfield,  Kemington,  or  any  other  gun  that  happens  U> 
be  spoken  about  at  the  time  when  we  are  experimenting.  I  do  not  rec- 
ollect, but  I  think  there  was  some  firing  done. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  orders  to  increase  your  force  shortly  after  Mr. 
Eemington  and  General  Dyer  had  been  there  f — A.  1  cannot  tell  whether 
it  was  after  or  before. 

Q.  Can  you  fix  about  the  date  when  they  were  there  ?  Was  it  in  De- 
cember, 1870  ? — A.  It  was  in  December,  1870. 

Q.  Was  it  in  the  early  part  of  the  month  ? — ^A.  Xo,  sir.  I  think  it 
was  somewhere  about  the  last  two  weeks. 
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Q.  Was  it  about  the  middle  of  the  month  f — A.  Somewhere  between 
the  middle  and  the  end.    I  cannot  fix  the  date. 

Q.  When  you  received  orders  to  increase  your  force,  what  cartridges 
did  yon  make  then,  mostly  f — A.  We  continued  on  what  is  called  the 
service  cup-anvil  cartridge. 

Q.  The  cartridge  that  is  used  in  the  Springfield  gun  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  manufacture  large  lots  of  them  f — A.  We  were  manufac- 
turing from  10,000  to  12,000  a  day,  and  when  ordered  to  expand,  of 
course  it  had  to  be  done  very  gradually.  In  the  first  place,  we  had  to 
get  an  increased  supply  of  material  for  a  larger  manufacture ;  and  then 
as  one  machine  would  be  put  in  readiness  and  another  machine  put  in 
readiness,  hands  would  be  taken  on.  The  expansion  was  gradual.  I 
make  a  report  of  cartridges  manufactured  to  the  Ordnance  Office  at  the 
end  of  each  week,  and  that  will  show  exactly  the  ratio  in  which  the  in- 
crease appeared  after  the  date  that  I  received  the  order  to  increase,  and 
the  whole  number  that  was  manufactured  up  to  June  or  July.  [A 
statement  of  cartridges  manufactured  from  December  13,  1870,  to 
April  15, 1871,  was  subsequently  furnished  by  the  witness,  and  will  be 
funnd  in  Exhibit  No.  18,  annexed  to  the  testimony.] 

Q.  So  you  did  not  put  on  the  whole  increase  of  force  which  yon  had 
been  ordered  to  take  because  you  could  not  employ  them  at  once  f — A. 
No,  sir ;  I  could  not  employ  them  at  once.  I  think  it  took  upward  of 
a  month  to  get  up  to  the  largest  manufacture  we  made. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  nuderstood  you  to  say  that  you  continued  that  manufacture  up 
to  July  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  1  had  orders  to  stop  about  the  1st  of  April,  and 
then  we  went  back  to  the  original  number  per  day. 

Bv  Mr.  ScHUEZ : 

Q.  Did  you  run  the  works  to  their  full  capacity  then  ? — A.  No,  sir.  I 
think  I  could  have  expanded  more  in  case  of  an  emergency  of  a  very 
great  character;  because  I  should  have  put  up  more  machinery-.  I  had 
machinery  there  which  I  might  have  put  up. 

Q.  You  would  have  had  to  do  that,  also,  gradually,  would  you  not? — 
A.  I  expanded  as  much  as  I  could  without  considerable  inconvenience. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  from  the  conversation  you  had  there  the  impres- 
sion that  alarge  supply  of  ammunition  for  Springfield  guns  was  wanted? — 
A.  I  had  often  recommended  that  a  large  supply  might  be  manufactured 
to  be  kept  in  reserve. 

Q.  Was  that  ammunition  that  was  manufactured  sent  oif  as  it  was  got 
ready,  particularly  after  that  time  when  you  had  an  increased  force  ? — 
A.  The  issues  were  according  to  the  demands  of  the  service,  sometimes 
more  and  sometimes  less.  The  balance  manufactured  went  into  store, 
subject  to  issue. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  orders  about  that  from  the  Ordnance  Bureau  ! — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  generally,  what  we  call  orders  for  supply. 

Q.  And  those  orders  are  on  file,  are  they  not ! — A.  I  presume  so. 

Q.  For  that  period! — A.  All  my  issues,  at  any  rate,  are  a  matter  of 
record  in  my  own  office — the  number  of  cartridges  I  issued  from  any 
given  date  to  any  other  date,  and  the  parties  to  whom  issued. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  Mr.  Smoot  was  there  for  ? — A.  1  do  not  know 
what  he  was  there  for  especially  ;  I  did  not  expect  him. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Smoot,  and  Mr.  Remington,  and  General  Dyer 
together!— A.  I  think  we  were  all  there  together.  When  we  were  in 
the  office  we  were  certainly  confined  to  one  room.    When  we  were  going 
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about  tbe  Bhops,  looking  around,  or  going  down  to  the  firing-grounds,  of 
course  we  were  more  or  less  scattered. 

Q.  And  you  do  not  know  what  business  Mr.  Smoot  had  there  at  the 
time  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  what  particular  business  he  may  have  had 
there ;  I  do  not  know  that  he  stated  it,  unless  he  came  to  look  at  onr 
machinery. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Is  it  a  common  occurrence  for  people  to  go  there  and  examioe 
that  machinery  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  it  is  very  interesting,  especially  to 
mechanics,  and  to  those  engaged  in  manufacturing  arms  and  cartridge.^. 

Q.  And  is  frequently  visited  by  visitors  ! — A.  Not  so  frequently  as  it 
would  be  if  it  were  not  so  very  difficult  of  access. 

Q.  Was  anybody  ever  there  to  see  it  before  Mr.  Smoot t — A.  Yes,  sir; 
very  frequently. 

Q.  You  were  not  astonished  to  see  him  there  on  that  day  T — A«  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Apart  from  what  you  saw  and  knew,  was  there  any  appearance 
of  any  secret,  confidential,  mysterious  arrangement  or  conspinicy  going 
on  between  Dyer,  Remington, and  Smoot  while  they  were  there! — A.  I 
saw  nothing  of  the  kind  whatever. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  hear  Eemington  make  any  inquiries  in  reference  to  the 
mode  of  manufacturing  cartridges  for  the  pur]K)8e  of  himself  entering 
into  the  business! — A.  He  may  have  made  some  inquiries  of  that  kind. 
He  has  manufactured  some  cartridges  and  has  purchased  some  car- 
tridge machinery. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  of  his  speaking  of  his  purpose  to  manufacture 
cartridges  ! — A.  I  may  have  heard  him  say  so,  but  1  do  not  remember 
it. 

By  Mr.  Schubz: 

Q.  Do  you  remember  anything  of  the  conversations  that  passed  !— 
A.  Nothing  that  I  can  swear  to  as  positive  conversation  that  took 
place.  As  I  tell  you,  it  was  all  general,  and  necessarily  related  to  those 
matters  of  interest  that  were  about  us;  and,  as  those  were  arms,  ammu- 
nition, and  machinery  calculated  to  produce  ammunition,  I  suppose  the 
bulk  of  the  conversation  was  on  that  topic. 

Q.  Were  inquiries  made  as  to  how  many  cartridges  you  could  manu- 
facture in  a  given  time! — A.  I  do  not  recollect;  it  is  very  iM)Ssible, 
though,  that  they  may  have  asked  it,  as  a  matter  of  curiosity,  to  kuoi^ 
what  a  set  of  machines  would  be  capable  of  producing  per  day. 

By  Mr.  Caepenteb: 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Remington  at  that  time  engaged  in  the  manufactnre  of 
arms  himself! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  he  was.  I  understand  he  has  a 
very  large  factory  at  llion. 

Q.  What  is  your  rank  in  the  Army  ! — ^A.  Major. 

Q.  You  were  in  command  of  that  arsenal  at  that  time  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  officer  connected  with  the  Army,  or  with  the 
Gk>vernment,  who  made  any  profit  whatever  out  of  the  sales  of  any 
arms  or  ordnance  stores  during  the  year  1870  f — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Remington  before  you  saw  him  there  !^A.  I 
have  seen  Mr.  Remington  frequently. 
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Q.  Where  T — A.  In  Washington^  when  I  was  in  the  Ordnance  Office. 
Q.  Since  or  before  that  time  I — A.  Many  times  before  that. 
Q.  Did  he  visit  Frankford  arsenal  before  that  time  f — A.  I  do  not 
recollect  any  other  visit  now. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Edwards  f — A.  I  have  met  Mr.  Edwards,  also, 
at  the  Ordnance  Office,  and  I  think  I  have  met  him  once  at  the  arsenal 
since  I  have  been  in  command. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  he  was  there  with  these  gentlemen  f — A. 
On  this  particular  day  I  do  not  recollect  to  have  seen  him  there  at  all, 
or  while  General  Dyer  was  there. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  were  the  relations  between  the  firms  of  Hem- 
ington  &  Sons  and  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  t  Were  they  friendly 
or  unfriendly  t — A.  I  have  not  the  slightest  knowledge. 


Exhibit  No.  18. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  December  13,  1870. 

Sib  :  You  will  at  once  increase  the  production  of  metallic  ball  car- 
tridges to  the  full  capacity  of  your  machinery,  and  continue  the  manu- 
facture at  that  rate  until  farther  orders. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  in  charge. 
GOMHANDINO  OFFICER,  Frankford  Arsenal. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  March  31,  1871. 

Sir  :  You  will  take  immediate  steps  to  reduce  the  manufacture  of 
musket-cartridges  to  the  smallest  daily  production  consistent  with  proper 
economy  and  the  known  wants  of  the  service.  The  copper-cup  will  be 
exclusively  used.  This  reduction  will  not  interfere  with  the  experimental 
Martin  cartridges  ordere<l  to  be  made  and  tried,  nor  with  the  experi- 
ments and  trials  nex^essary  to  be  carried  on  in  the  progress  of  your 
work,  with  a  view  to  perfecting  the  ammunition. 
Very  respectfnUy,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYEB, 
Chief  of  Ordnance,  U,  8.  A* 
CoocANDiNa  Officer,  Frankford  Arsenal 
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Report  of  the  number  of  eenter-primed  metallic  cartridges^  calibre  .50,  mam 

factured  and  issued  during  the  weeks  ending — 

December  10, 1870. 


Kinds. 

Army  ball. 

Army 
blank. 

Navy 
pistol. 

Spencer 
blank. 

Manufactured 

58, 500 

101,  700 

2, 230,  700 

Issued 

i 

On  hand 

600, 300          ^-  000 

35.000 

December  17, 1870. 


Kinds. 

Army  ball. 

Army 
blauk. 

Navy^ 
pistol. 

Spencer 
blank. 

Manufactured 

70,200 

150,000 

2, 150, 960 

Issued 

2,000 
604, 300 

On  liaud 

2,000 

35,000 

December  24, 1870. 


Kinds. 


Manufactured  .^ 

Issued 

On  hand  


Army  ball. 


Army 
blank. 


76, 440 

200, 000 

2, 027, 400 


5,000 
599, 300 


Navy 
pistol. 


Si>encer 
blank. 


2,000 


35,  «K) 


Dece^iber  31, 1870. 


Kinds. 


Manufactured 

Issued 

On  band 


Army  ball. 


60, 840 
1, 009, 000 
1,079,240 


Army 
blank. 


Navy 
pistol. 


34,000 


Spencer 
blank. 


599,300         36,000  35,000 
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Kinds. 


Mannfactured 

Issued 

Oil  hand 


January  7, 1871. 


Army  ball. 


Army 
blauk. 


82,240 


1, 161, 480 


110, 000 

489, 300 


Navy 
pistol. 


57,000 


93,000 


Spencer 
blank. 


35,000 


January  14, 1871. 


Kinds. 


Manufactured 

Issaed 

On  hand 


Army  ball. 


159,000 
600, 000 
720, 480 


Army 
blank. 


489, 300 


Kavy 
pistol. 


72,000 


165, 000 


Spencer 
blank. 


35,000 


January  21,' 1871. 


Kinds. 


Manufactured 

Issued 

On  hand 


Army  ball. 


222, 000 

6,000 

937, 480 


Army 
blank. 


Navy 
pistol. 


489, 300 


71,000 

200, 000 

36,  (500 


Spencer 
blank. 


35, 000 


Kinds. 


Manufactured 

Issued 

On  hand 


January  28, 1871. 


Army  ball. 


280, 000 

5,000 

1, 212, 480 


Army 
blank. 


3,000 
486, 300 


Navy 
pistol. 


75, 000 

75, 000 
36,000 


Spencer 
blank. 


35,000 


February  4, 1871. 


Kinds. 


Manufactured 
Issued  ....... 

On  hand 


Army  ball. 


262, 000 

1, 000, 000 

474, 480 


Army 
blank 


1, 000 
485, 300 


Navy 
pistol. 


69, 000 
75, 000 
30, 000 


Spencer 
blank. 


35, 000 


454 
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*  February  11, 1871. 


Kinds. 


Mannfactared  .  . 

Issued 

On  hand 


Army  ball. 


282, 000 
150,000 
606,480 


Army 
blank. 


485,300 


Navy 
pistol. 


74,000 
75,000 
29,000 


Spencer 
blank. 


35,000 


February  18, 1871. 


Kinds. 


Manufactured 

Issued 

On  hand 


Army  ball. 


304,000 


910,480 


Army 
blank. 


Navy 
pistol. 


Spencer 
!     blank. 


485,300 


47,000 

75,000 

1,000 


35,000 


February  25, 1871. 


Kinds. 

Army  ball. 

Army 
blank 

Navy 
pistol. 

Spencer 
blank. 

Manufactured 

303, 000 
800, 000 
413, 480 

Issued • 

On  hand 

485,300 

1,000 

35,000 

March  4, 

1871. 

Kinds. 

Army  ball. 

Army 
blank. 

Navy 
pistol. 

Spencer 
blank. 

Manufactured 

361,000 

Issued 

On  hand  

774,480 

485, 300 

1,000 

35,000 

• 

March  11, 1871. 


I^inds. 

Army  ball. 

Army 
blank. 

Navy 
pistol. 

Spencer 
blank. 

Manufactured  . 

372,000 
150,000 
996, 480 

• 

Issued 

.«••-•♦♦•* 

On  hand 

485,300 

1,000 

35,000 

**      7 
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March  18, 1871. 


Kinds. 

Army  ball. 

Army 
blank. 

Navy 
pistol. 

Spencer 
blank. 

Mannfactured 

364,000 

Issaed 

5,000 

480, 300 

On  hand  

1, 360, 480 

1,000 

35.000 

March  25, 1871. 


Kinds. 

Army  ball. 

Army 
blank. 

Navy 
pistol. 

Spencer 
blank. 

Manufactured 

375, 000 

1,000,000 

735,480 

Issued 

On  hand 

480, 300 

1,000 

35,000 

April  1, 1871. 


Kinds. 

Army  ball. 

Army 
blank. 

Navy 
pistoL 

Spencer 
blank. 

Mannfactured 

391, 520 

1, 026, 000 

735, 480 

Issued 

On  hand 

480, 300 

1,000 

35, 666 

April  8, 1871. 


Kinds. 

Army 
ball. 

Army 
blank. 

Navy 
pistol. 

Spencer 
blank. 

Mannfactured  . 

186,000 

Issued fc 

On  hand 

287, 000 

480, 300 

1,000 

35,000 

w,  vvv 
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April  15, 1871. 


Kinds. 


Manufactured . . 

Issued 

On  hand 


Army  ball. 


66,000 

5,000 

348, 000 


Army 
blank. 


480, 000 


Spencer  Smith  & 
blank.  I  Wesson. 


25,000 


I  t^^ 


35,000  I  25,000 


Remington 
Navy  pistol. 


1(10 
900 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

April  4, 1872. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  are  true  extracts  from  the  originals  on  file 
in  this  ofQce. 

V.  McNALLY, 

Chief  Clerh 


Washington,  April  3, 1872. 

Charles  H.  Pond  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Question.  Were  you  in  any  way  connected  with  the  sales  of  arms  by 
the  Government  during  the  period  of  the  French-German  war  !  You  re- 
member what  period  that  was  I — Answer.  I  remember  the  period;  bat 
how  do  you  mean  was  I  in  any  way  connected  ? 

Q.  Did  you  buy  any  arms  from  the  Government! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  purchase  ? — A.  Principally  Enfield  arms  and  am- 
munition. 

Q.  How  many  t— A.  35,000. 

Q.  When  did  you  buy  them! — A.  I  bought  them  in  the  latter  part  of 
September  or  the  early  part  of  October,  1870. 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  bid  for  arms  when  the  great  sales  took  place  in 
October,  under  advertisement? — ^A.  I  did,  for  one  small  quantity. 

Q.  Into  whose  hands  did  those  arms  which  you  bought  piiss?— A. 
They  passed  into  the  hands  of  Samuel  Norris,  of  London. 

Q.  Did  yon  sell  them  to  him  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Were  you  in  any  way  connected  with  the  purchase  of  ordnance 
stores  made  by  0.  K.  Garrison! — A.  I  acted  as  the  party  taking  control 
of  the  merchandise,  as  it  came  from  the  Government,  and  the  ship- 
ping of  it. 

Q.  What  lots  did  that  puriehase  consist  of? — A.  It  consisted  of  ba^ 
teries,  projectiles,  and  I  think  some  small-arms. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  the  shipments  took  place  ! — A.  They  took 
place  in  July  or  August  of  1871. 

Q.  Did  not  the  shipments  commence  before  that! — A.  What  do  you 
mean  by  shipments! 

Q  I  mean  did  not  ordnance  stores  pass  from  the  Ordnance  I>e> 
partment  under  the  control  of  Mr.  Garrison  before  that! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  When  was  that! — ^A.  Somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  lat- 
ter part  of  January. 

Q.  You  say  in  the  latter  part  of  January,  1871 !— A.  Yes. 
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Q.  What  lots  did  pass  into  the*hands  of  Mr.  Garrison  then  from  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  f — A.  That  which  I  had  charge  of  was  about  twenty 
batteries  and  some  projectiles. 

Q.  Parrott  gnus  I — A.  Yes,  Parrott  guns. 

Q.  When  did  you  receive  them  f — ^A.  A  period  of  four  weeks,  I  think, 
would  cover  it. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  When  was  this  period  f — A.  Say,  during  the  month  of  February  or 
the  latter  part  of  January  and  February. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  And  you  attended  to  the  shipment  then? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Were*  they  shipped  at  that  period  i — A.  They  did  not  leave  the  port 
of  New  York. 

Q.  Where  did  Mr.  Garrison  keep  that  artillery  during  the  time  it  was 
in  New  York  ! — On  board  ship,  and  in  store.  It  was  stored  around. 
As  I  uuderstood  him,  his  contract  was  canceled,  and  that  broke  it  up 
rather  abruptly,  so  that  wherever  the  merchandise  happened  to  be,  and 
lie  could  store  it  most  conveniently,  he  did. 

Q.  So  you  say  none  of  those  pieces  of  artillery  were  shipped  at  that 
time  t — A.  Nohe  at  all,  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Were  any  of  the  small-arms  which  he  bought  shipped  about  that 
time? — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  French  oflBcers  being  here  to  inspect  the 
artillery  bought  by  Mr.  Garrison  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  know  them  ? — A.  I  met  them,  and  may  say  I  knew  them. 

Q.  When  did  they  arrive? — A.  I  cannot  say. 

Q.  When  did  you  see  them  here  ? — A.  My  impression  is  that  I  saw 
them  after  commencing  to  receive  the  goods  from  the  Government. 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  in  January  or  February  ? — A.  1  think  that  was  it, 
bat  I  should  not  be  willing  to  state  definitely  on  that  point.  It  was 
abont  that  time. 

Q.  Did  they  inspect  the  goods  at  that  time  ? — A.  They  inspected  them 
after  we  had  received  them. 

Q.  W^here  did  they  inspect  them  ? — A.  I  think  it  was  on  the  dock. 

Q.  On  what  dock  was  it? — A.  It  was  mostly  at  pier  4, 1  think.  It 
was,  at  any  rate,  down  in  that  vicinity — pier  2,  3,  or  4 — somewhere  in 
that  neighborhood.    I  cannot  locate  it  by  numbers  very  directly. 

By  Mr.  Sawyeb  : 
Q.  Do  you  know  the  ships  ? — A.  The  Ontario  was  the  first. 

By  Mr.  ScHUKZ : 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  goods  when  they  were  on  the  dock? — A.  I  saw 
some  of  them. 

Q.  In  what  shape  were  the  goods  there ;  were  they  boxed  yp  ? — A. 
In  all  kinds  of  shapes.  Some  were  boxed,  and  some  were  not  boxed. 
It  was  just  as  they  happened  to  come. 

Q.  Did  they  inspect  the  goods  while  they  were  boxed,  or  did  they 
take  the  guns  out  to  inspect  them  ? — A.  They  generally  took  them  out. 

Q.  Did  they  put  them  on  the  limbers  ? — A.  Sot  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  they  inspect  limbers  and  all  the  other  appurtenances  ? — A. 
Yes. 

Q.  And  you  say  that  inspection  took  place  on  the  dock? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  that  was,  as  near  as  you  can  recollect,  during  the  month  of 
January  or  February  ? — ^A.  That  is,  a  part  of  this  inspection.    Then,  as 
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I  told  yon  before,  the  matter  was  caDceled  or  broken  off;  and  after- 
wards the  shipmeut  was  made  iu  August,  and  there  were  some  inspected 
at  that  time. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  in  what  way  the  goods  were  taken  from  the 
dock  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau  t — A.  Generally  carted — whichever  was 
the  most  convenient;  sometimes  lightered  and  sometimes  carted,  any 
way  to  get  them  down. 

Q.  They  were  taken  by  lighters  and  by  carts,  you  say  t — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  the  Ordnance  Bureau  delivere<l  the 
guns  free  of  charge  to  the  dock  t — A.  I  do  not.  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  that. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  any  Government  officers  or  any  employes  of  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  on  the  dock  when  goods  were  delivered! — A.  I  do  not 
recollect  ever  to  have  seen  any. 

Q.  Do  vou  know  any  of  the  employes  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  in  Xew 
York  f— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Whom  do  you  know  ! — A.  I  generally  know  them  all. 

Q.  And  you  say  you  never  saw  any  one  of  them  there  f — A.  I  do  not 
recollect  seeing  any  of  them  there.  I  might  have  done  so.  I  slionid 
not  have  made  any  note  of  it.    I  do  not  recollect  now. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  have  no  recollection  of  seeing  any  ! — A.  I  do  not  recollect  it, 
because  I  am  likely  to  meet  them  and  make  no  note  of  it. 

By  Mr.  ScHtJRZ : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  in  whose  charge  the  lighters  were  that  brought 
these  ordnance  stores  to  the  dock  I — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  in  whose  charge  the  carts  were  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  the  French  officers  or  their  attendants 
put  any  marks  on  the  guns  and  limbers,  and  so  on — on  the  limbers  es- 
l>eciallv,  while  they  were  standing  on  the  dock  T — A.  I  think  they  did. 

Q.  What  marks'?— A.  I  think  the  mark  ''  R.  F.'^ 

Q.  And  those  were  the  guns  purchased  by  Mr.  Garrison,  were  they 
not  f — A.  Those  were  guns  purchnsed  by  Mr.  Garrison. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  Remington  had  anything  to  do  with 
that  purchase  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it,  but  I  do  not  think 
he  had  any  connection  with  it. 

Q.  Did '  you  learn  then  what  the  mark  "JR.  F.'  meant  f — A.  I  cannot 
say  that  I  learned.  We  had  a  number  of  suppositions^  reglementfml^ 
regulation  arms,  it  might  have  been. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  French  language  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  fusil  means? — ^A.  Yes;  I  have  been  in  that 
business  some  time. 

Q.  What  does /imZ  mean? — A.  Gun. 

Q.  Does  it  mean  a  piece  of  artillery  ? — A.  You  call  a  piece  of  artillery 
a  gun. 

Q.  I  do  not  think  you  would  call  a  piece  of  artillery  SkftmL — A.  That 
is  your  own  construction. 

Q.  How  long  were  you  in  the  employ  of  Mr.  Garrison  ? — A.  I  was 
not  in  the  employ  of  Mr.  Garrison  virtually.  1  am  doing  business  myself. 
I  took  charge  of  it  as  a  matter  of  accommodation  to  him. 

Q.  Had  you  any  part  in  his  contract? — A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  had. 

Q.  Do  you  isay  you  had  not? — A.  I  did  have  an  interest  in  a  little 
over  a  battery,  nearly  two  batteries,  in  furnishing  them. 

Q.  What  kind  of  an  interest  did  you  have  in  those  two  particular 
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batteries? — A.  I  bad  an  interest  in  furuisbing  tbem  to  tbe  contractors. 
Their  order,  as  I  uuderstood  it,  was  for  twenty-flve  batteries,  and  they 
bougbt  twenty  of  tbe  Government,  and  in  connection  with. other  parties 
I  furnished  them  five  independent  of  what  they  purchased  from  the 
Government. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  was  your  interest,  a  commission  f — A.  No ;  an  interest  in  the 
profits  between  what  we  bought  those  batteries  for  and  what  we  sold 
them  for  to  those  parties. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Were  the  guns  delivered  to  the  French  officers  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  At  New  York  ? — A.  At  New  York  and  Brooklyn,  wherever  tbe  ves- 
sel took  in  the  freight.    The  last  vessel  took  her  freight  at  Brooklyn. 

Q.  Did  they  take  possession  of  tbera  there  t — A.  They  did  ;  that  is, 
they  took  possession  of  them  at  Brooklyn ;  the  final  acceptance  was  at 
Brooklyn. 

Q.  Did  they  take  possession  of  them  as  they  were  delivered  by  you 
and  inspected  ? — A.  That  was  considered  virtually  an  a<i;ceptance.  It  was 
under  that  inspection  that,  the  goods  were  sold,  as  I  understood  it. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  that  the  guns  which  were  delivered  in  Feb- 
ruary passed  under  the  control  of  these  French  officers  then  ? — A.  No, 
sir.  It  was  expected  that  they  would,  but  they  did  not,  as  I  understood 
it,  on  account  of  the  interruption  in  the  contract. 

Q.  What  do  you  understand  that  that  interruption  arose  from  ? — A. 
It  was  a  matterof  no  interest  to  me.  I  always  presumed  it  was  a  change 
in  the  government — Gambetta  going  out  and  Thiers  coming  in ;  but  I 
knew  nothing  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  these  French  officers  in  communication  with  any 
officers  or  employes  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  recol- 
lect seeing  it.  This  is  a  matter  that  occurred  fourteen  months  ago,  and 
I  do  not  recollect  any  such  thing. 

Q.  Did  you  see  them  in  intercourse  with  any  officer  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  f — A.  No,  sir ;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  them  together  with  General  Ingalls  f — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Were  you  in  any  way  connected  with  the  purchase  of  Navy  rifles 
by  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  of  Baltimore  f — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Your  business  is  that  of  a  merchant  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 
Q.  Engaged  in  the  sale  of  arms  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  engaged  as  a  merchant  in  the  sale  of 
armsf — A.  1  have  been  as  a  merchant  fourteen  years,  and  in  the  busi- 
ness twenty-three  years. 

Q.  I  ask,  then,  your  judgment  of  the  general  sales  of  arms  made  by 
the  Government  and  the  prices;  were  they  favorable  to  the  Government 
or  not? — A.  Exceedingly  favorable  to  the  Government.  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  furnish  them  at  less  ptices,  as  a  general  thing.  As  a  gen- 
eral thing,  I  have  frequently  had  parties  come  to  me  to  buy  goods,  and 
then  go  and  pay  the  Government  more,  from  the  simple  fact  that  they 
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thoiigbt  they  were  doing  a  little  better  by  buying  from  the  Government; 
bat  their  prices  are  generally  above  ours. 

Q.  What,  in  your  judgment,  would  the  arms  sold  during  the  fiscal 
year  1870-'71  bring  to-day,  compared  with  the  prices  they  brought 
then  t — A.  Not  over  one-third. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  knowledge,  or  do  you  know  of  any  Government 
officer  who  participated  in  the  profits  of  any  of  these  sales  f — A.  I  do 
not;  nor  do  I  see  any  occasion  to  employ  any  Government  officer  or  any 
official  in  this  business  connected  with  the  Ordnance  Department,  to 
obtain  arms  for  any  party.  I  can  buy  them  as  cheap  as  anybody,  and 
the  man  going  along  the  street  can  go  in  on  his  own  hook  and  buy  jost 
as  cheap  as  I  can.  Since  the  close  of  our  war,  when  most  of  these  deal- 
ings have  taken  place,  I  have  never  seen  any  party — and  I  have  tried  to 
find  out  for  my  own  interest  as  a  merchant — I  have  never  seen  any  party 
that  could  buy  any  of  the  ordnance  arms  or  stores  at  one  penny  less 
than  I  could  go  and  buy  them  myself. 

Q.  There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  talk  about  military  rings.  Had 
you  any  knowledge  of  any  military  ring  that  sought  to  control  the  sale 
of  these  arms  in  any  way,  or  that  interfered  in  the  purchase  of  them  ?— 
A.  Nothing  except  that  General  Dyer,  and  Colonel  Crispin,  and  the 
Secretary  of  War  generally,  when  this  matter  came  up,  put  their  heads 
together,  and  put  up  the  price. 

Q.  I  mean  outside  parties  who  wanted  to  participate  in  the  profits?— 
A.  Not  one  dollar. 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  sale  made  at  any  time  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment officifils  were  interested  directly  or  indirectly  t — A.  I  never  bave 
heard  of  one,  and  I  think  it  would  be  impossible  under  their  mode  of 
doing  business. 

Q.  I  ask  you  as  a  merchant  what  is  the  practice  in  New  York  in  de- 
livering articles  at  a  dock  or  a  pier!  I  ask  whether  it  is  or  is  not  re- 
garded by  merchants  as  a  compliance  with  a  contract  to  deliver  mer- 
chandise at  a  certain  pier — to  deliver  it  alongside  and  take  it  on  board!— 
A.  Do  you  have  special  reference  to  goods  purchased  of  the  Govern- 
ment? 

Q.  No ;  I  mean  the  practice  of  merchants. — A.  The  practice  of  mer- 
chants is  generally  to  take  them  where  they  are  already  stored,  pay 
their  own  cartage  to  the  vessel,  unless  specially  agreed  upon. 

Q.  I  will  state  a  case  which  will  illustrate  my  meaning.  Suppose  a 
merchant  contracts  for  a  quantity  of  hay,  to  be  delivered  on  a  certain 
pier,  and  a  portion  of  that  should  come  in  lighters,  would  it,  according 
to  the  custom  of  merchants,  be  regarded  as  a  substantial  compliance 
with  the  contract  if  the  merchant  preferred  to  take  it  from  the  lighters 
on  board  ship — to  take  it  as  well  from  the  lighter  as  from  the  pier  ?— 
A.  Yes,  I  should  think  it  would  be.  Usually  speaking,  where  we  are 
to  receive  goods  from  out  of  town,  if  they  are  coming  by  a  sailing-ves- 
sel or  anything  of  that  kind,  and  they  can  just  as  well  be  put  at  one 
point  as  another,  we  request  them  to  put  them  where  wanted,  and  it  is 
done  without  expense ;  but  where  they  are  coming  by  railroad  we  ex- 
pect to  take  them  from  the  railroad  and  pay  our  own  expense;  where 
they  are  already  stored  we  are  exi)ected  to  take  them  from  the  store- 
houses and  pay  our  own  expense. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer: 

Q.  But  here  the  point  is  this :  Suppose  you  contract  to  deliver  them 
at  a  certain  pier — they  are  on  board  a  light<*r — would  it  be  considered 
a  good  delivery  to  put  the  lighter  alongside  the  ship  upon  which  the 
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tnercliant  desired  that  thej'  should  be  placed,  and  have  them  pnt  from 
the  lighter  into  the  ship,  instead  of  from  the  lighter  on  board  the 
pierT — A.  Perfectly  good. 

By  Mr.  SCHUBZ : 

Q.  Would  it  not  rather  be  considered  a  favor,  to  save  trouble,  to  have 
them  put  alongside  the  ship  and  hoisted  right  on  board  the  vessel! — A. 
It  frequently  is  a  favor,  where  you  would  like  to  have  the  goods  placed 
at  one  point  instead  of  another. 

Q.  If  they  are  going  on  the  vessel  anyhow,  viould  it  not  be  con- 
sidered an  accommodation  f — A.  Frequently  these  matters  are  done  by 
accommodation. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  The  question  was,  what  is  the  usual  custom  at  the  port  of  New 
York,  where  goods  are  delivered  by  lighters  ? — A.  The  general  custom 
is,  within  a  reasonable  distance,  to  accommodate  the  purchaser  by  plac- 
ing them  there.  Although  they  might  be  in  a  lighter,  the  parties  would 
not  feel  as  thongh  they  were  obliged  to  take  them  to  Red  Hook  or  to 
Brooklyn  to  deliver  them ;  but  any  reasonable  distance  in  New  York 
they  would. 

Q.  That  is,  if  the  lighter  goes  to  the  dock  at  which  a  ship  bound  to 
a  foreign  port  is  lying;  do  I  understand  you  to  say  it  is  the  general  cus- 
tom to  deliver  from  it,  either  at  the  dock  or  at  the  ship  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 


Washington,  April  3, 1872. 
A.  B.  Steinbebgeb  sworn  and  examined : 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Question.  What  knowledge  have  you  in  relation  to  the  contract  of 
Mr.  Garrison  for  the  i)urcha8e  of  batteries  from  the  Government  ? — An- 
swer. I  made  a  contract  in  connection  with  some  English  gentlemen 
and  a  Frenchman  from  Marseilles,  in  November,  1870,  that  I  had  been 
negotiating  with  for  two  or  three  months,  for  no  specific  goods,  but 
finally  closed  on  the  13th  or  23d  of  November,  1870, 1  forget  which,  cov- 
ering a  considerable  amount  of  goods — twenty-five  batteries,  I  believe, 
about  70,000  stand  of  small  arms,  and  the  necessary  ammunition  for  the 
artillery — that  portion  of  the  contract,  however,  was  abrogated. 

Q.  Before  going  into  that,  state  who  were  parties  with  yourself  in 
that  contract  1 — A.  W.  J.  Valentine  of  London  ;  his  partner,  Frederick 
Billings,  and  William  St.  Laurent,  a  native  of  Marseilles,  France. 

By  Mr.  Schuez  : 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  who  those  persons  were  ? — A.  Mr.  Valentine  was 
connected  with  the  open  board  of  stock-brokers  of  London,  I  think  as 
managing  director.  The  antecedents  of  William  St.  Laurent  I  know 
nothing  about  whatever ;  he  was  entirely  a  stranger  to  me,  and  the 
fact  of  his  being  connected  with  the  contract,  or  the  signatory  to  the 
contract,  was  unknown  to  me  up  to  the  time  he  arrived  here.  1  received 
by  telegraph  a  synopsis  of  the  contract  which  was  made  with  Gambetta 
in  Tours,  and  up  to  the  time  of  the  arrival  of  St.  Laurent  and  Valen- 
tine I  was  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  any  person,  excepting  Valentine, 
was  connected  with  it.  They  arrived  in  this  country  together,  I  think 
in  the  beginning  of  December. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  became  of  the  contract  ? — A.  I  attempted  to  fill  the  con- 
tract and  found  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  in  making  my  purchases  for 
the  material,  and  eventually,  rather  through  the  impecuniousness  of  tbe 
parties  in  interest,  it  was  transferred  to  Mr.  Garrison,  or  fell  into  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Garrison  in,  perhaps,  the  latter  part  of  December,  or  the 
first  of  January,  or  thereabouts. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  contract  with  the  French  government  directly!— 
A.  Mr.  Valentine,  Mr.  Billings,  and  Mr.  St.  Laurent  made  a  contract 
with  the  French  government. 

Q.  Were  you  a  party! — A.  I  was  not  a  signatory  to  the  contract,  bat 
became  associated  with  them,  having  an  interest  in  the  profits  subse- 
quently. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Was  there  an  interruption  of  that  contract? — A.  After  the  Thiers 
government  went  to  Bordeaux,  and  the  destruction  of  tbe  Gambetta 
government,  they  abrogated  the  contract  by  a  specific  telegram. 

Q.  Was  that  abrogation  before  or  after  it  passed  into  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Garrison? — A.  1  think  after ^  uot,  however,  a  very  great  length  of 
time. 

By  Mr.  Schtjrz  : 

Q.  Can  you  tell  on  what  ground  the  contract  was  abrogated  ? — A.  The 
non-fulfillment  of  it  within  the  specific  time  allotted,  I  presume. 

Q.  On  the  part  of  the  contractors  f — ^A.  On  the  part  of  the  con- 
tractors. 

Q.  When  was  the  contract  to  be  fulfilled! — A. -The  contract  origin- 
ally was  to  be  filled,  1  think,  in  sixty  days  irom  the  arrival  of  the  inspect- 
ors in  New  York.    I  will  not  be  positive,  however,  about  that. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Of  whom  did  you  make  the  purchases  which  you  did  make,  and 
of  what  did  they  consist! — A.  The  purchases,  as  far  as  I  was  in  interest, 
up  to  the  time  the  matter  passed  out  of  my  hands,  and  all  knowledge  of 
it  passed  away  from  me,  were  mainly  of  small-arms,  inferior  Enfields, 
which  I  attempted  to  gather  up  among  the  dealers  in  the  city  of  New 
York ;  and  some  of  those  goods  were  inspected  and  received,  but  never 
delivered  to  them,  and  that  portion  of  the  contract  was  entirely  ignored 
subsequently.  But  those  purchases  were  made  from  jmvate  individuals 
in  New  York — people  who  had  stores  of  that  kind. 

Q.  Was  that  all  that  you  succeeded  in  obt^iining  before  you  passed 
the  contract  over  to  Mr.  Garrison! — A.  All,  excepting  6,300  guns, 
cleaned  and  repaired  EnfieUls,  which  I  bought  through  a  bid,  I  think, 
in  November,  1870,  (but  I  will  not  be  positive  about  the  time,)  from  the 
Ordnance  Department. 

By  Mr.  SCHUBZ : 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  bid  for  a  large  quantity  of  Enfield  rifles  !— A.  1 
did  previous  to  this  contract.  I  made  a  bid  for  70,000  Springfield 
muskets,  I  think,  at  a  time  when  I  was  negotiating  with  Mr.  Valentine, 
which,  however,  never  came  to  anything.    The  bid  was  not  accepted. 

Q.  Was  that  in  October  ! — A.  I  think  that  was  in  October,  either 
September  or  October  *,  it  was  previous  to  this  contract. 
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By  the  Chaibman: 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledp^e  that  any  Government  official  realized 
any  sum  of  money  whatever  from  this  transaction  of  yours  ? — A.  Not 
the  slightest.  My  business  in  the  matter  of  arms  and  with  the  Ord- 
n«aDce  Department  was  confined  to  two  bids,  one  for  the  70,000  Spring- 
fields  and  one  for  6,300  guns ;  and  during  that  time  I  came  to  Wash- 
ington and  presented  my  bid  in  person,  and  it  was  not  accepted.  I 
then  met  General  Dyer  for  the  first  time  in  my  life  and  the  last  time. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  Government"  official  who  realized  any  money 
from  any  sale  of  arms  I — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  Had  you  been  in  the  habit  of  dealing  in  arms  before  I — A.  Very 
considerably  for  a  number  of  years,  principally  in  the  manufacture  of 
arms. 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  When  did  the  contract  pass  from  your  hands  into  the  hands  of 
Mr.  Garrison  T — A.  I  think  in  the  latter  part  of  December. 

Q.  Was  that  after  the  arrival  of  the  French  inspectors  to  whom  you 
referred  ? — A.  I  will  not  be  positive  whether  the  inspectors  were  here  at 
that  time.  The  contractors,  Mr.  Valentine  and  Mr.  St.  Laurent,  were 
here;  it  was  subsequent  to  their  arrival. 

Q.  Do  you  remepber  about  what  time  those  French  inspectors  ar- 
rived f — A.  In  the  latter  part  of  December  or  the  beginning  of  Januar3\ 

Q.  Did  you  know  them? — A.  I  knew  them  as  well  as  I  could  know 
any  one  not  si)eaking  the  same  language  that  I  did.  There  were  two 
of  them,  and  neither  of  them  could  speak  a  word  of  English. 

Q.  Do  you  know  their  names  t — A.  One  of  them  was  a  Lieutenant 
Moteille,  and  another  a  captain,  paroled  at  Sedan  ^  I  think  his  name 
was  Moset. 

Q.  You  heard  Mr.  Pond's  testimony  as  to  the  inspection  of  the  artil- 
lery, did  you  not ! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  that  f — A.  The  inspection  of  that 
artillery  was  after  this  whole  matter  i)assed  out  of  my  hands,  and,  of 
course,  I  knew  very  little  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  marking  of  that  artillery  t — 
A.  Not  of  the  artillery.  # 

Q.  Of  any  of  the  ordnance  stores  to  be  inspected  ? — ^A.  The  marking 
that  I  was  cognizant  of  was  the  Springfield  muskets  purchased  from 
dealers  in  New  York,  some  of  them  marked  in  their  store-houses  and 
cellars.  That  was  material  that  had  probably  been  lying  in  those  stores 
for  a  number  of  years,  belonging  to  private  individuals. 

Q.  How  were  those  goods  marked  f — A.  They  were  marked  "E.  F.'' 

Q.  Did  those  goods  come  ifrom  Bemington  &  Sons  f — A.  That  they 
marked  ? 

Q.  Yes.— A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  "R.F.^tobet — ^A.  Eepublic  of  France. 

Q.  Was  it  the  common  report  that  it  meant  that  ? — A.  Of  the  com- 
mon report  I  knew  nothing.  1  only  know  the  instructions  the  inspect- 
ors gave  me  in  the  premises. 

Q.  Did  the  inspectors  give  yon  any  instructions  ? — ^A.  They  told  me 
bow  to  mark  those  goods. 

Q.  They  told  you  to  mark  them  ''R.  F.^t — A.  Yes:  to  mark  them 
**  R.  F.» 

Q.  And  told  you  "R.  F."  meant  "Republic  of  France.'' t— A.  That  waa 
the  impression  1  had  of  them. 
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Q.  Did  yon  have  any  conversation  through  intermediate  parties  witb 
thern  about  that  when  they  gave  you  your  instructions  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  How  did  their  instructions  come  to  yout — A.  Through  one  of  tlie 
contractors,  Mr.  St.  Laurent. 

Q.  And  he  instructed  you  how  to  mark  them  on  their  part! — A.  He 
instructed  me  how  to  mark  them  for  them. 

Q.  Did  you  understand,  then,  that  all  the  purchases  they  made  here, 
or  that  were  made  for  them,  were  to  be  marked  in  that  way  f — A.  Tbat 
I  do  not  know.  The  goods  purchased  subsequently  from  the  Ordnance 
Department  of  course  I  knew  nothing  about. 


WASHiNaTON,  April  3, 1872. 
C.  K.  Garrison  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  You  have  heard  Mr.  Steinberger's  testimony.  Now  state  to  the 
committee  your  connection  with,  and  your  knowledge  of,  the  contract 
as  to  which  he  has  been  examined. — A.  I  will  place  in  yonr  hands 
papers  containing  the  contract  and  the  action  of  the  French  govern- 
ment, which  will  give  you  an  idea  of  the  whole  matter  before  you  pro- 
ceed with  the  examination. 

The  following  papers  produced  by  the  witness  were  thereupon  read: 

1.  The  contract  between  the  French  government  and  Messrs.  Valen- 
tine  &  Billings  and  William  St.  Laurent.  [This  paper  is  Exhibit 
No.  17.] 

2.  Guarantee  of  C.  K.  Garrison : 

Whereas  a  contract,  in  writing,  between  the  French  government,  of 
the  one  part,  and  Frederick  Billings,  W.  J.  Valentine,  and  William 
Saint  Laurent,  of  the  other  part,  was  made  at  Tours  the  twenty-eigbth 
day  of  November,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy,  bearing  date 
of  tyat  day ;  and  by  a  stipulation  therein  said  Billings,  Valentine,  and 
Saint  Laurent  have  agreed  to  deposit  w^ith  some  banking-house  in  the 
city  of  New  York,  approved  by  said  government,  the  sum  of  one  million 
francs,  as  caution-money  and  security  for  the  performance  of  said  cx>ii- 
tract  by  said  Billings,  Valentine,  and  Saint  Laurent,  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  said  contract ;  and  whereas  said  government 
has  signified  its  willingness  to  accept  the  obligation  of  Cornelius  K. 
Garrison,  of  the  city  of  New  York,  as  surety  and  security  for  such  {yet- 
formance  in  place  and  stead  of  such  deposit  of  caution-money : 

Now  these  presents  witness  that  I,  the  said  Cornelius  K.  Garri- 
son, in  consideration  of  the  premises,  and  one  dollar  to  me  in  hand  pjiid. 
the  receipt  whereof  is  hereby  acknowledged,  do  hereby  become  surety 
and  security  that  said  Billings,  Valentine,  and  Saint  Laurent  will  per- 
form their  said  contract ;  and  I  hereby  promise  to  pay  all  such  sums  of 
money  (not  in  the  aggregate  exceeding  one  million  francs)  as  said  gov- 
ernment might  become  entitled  to  have  or  receive  from  the  money  or 
fund,  if  so  deposited,  in  any  case  mentioned  in  said  contract,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  terms  and  stipulations  thereof;  and  I  hereby  put  myself 
in  the  place  of  such  fund,  and  assume  to  respond  in  all  cases  as  such 
fund  would  be  bound  to  respond  by  said  contract 
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In  witness  whereof  I  have  set  hereto  my  hand  and  seal  this  twenty- 
first  day  of  January,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  seventy-one. 

Subscribed,  sealed,  and  delivered  in  pretence  of— 

[SEAL.] 

This  bond  received  in  place  of  deposit  of  francs  1,000,000,  under  author- 
ity contained  in  telegram  dated  London,  January  16,  1871. 

DABNEY,  MORGAN  &  CO. 

(Indorsement :)  Copies  of  penal  bond  executed  by  C.  K.  Garrison. 

DABNEY,  MORGAN  &  CO. 


3.  Agreement  between  Valentine^  Billing^  and  St.  Laurent  and  C.  K. 

Garrison, 

Agreement  entered  into  this  23d  day  of  January,  one  thousand  eight 
huudreil  and  seventy -one,  between  Cornelius  K.  Garrison,  of  the  city  of 
New  York,  of  the  first  part,  and  William  Jones  Valentine  and  Frederick 
Billing,  composing  the  firm  of  Valentine  &  Billing,  of  London,  Eng- 
land, and  William  Saint  Laurent,  of  Bordeaux  in  France,  of  the  second 
part. 

Whereas  the  said  Valentine  &  Billing  and  William  St.  Laurent,  who 
will  be  hereinafter  designated  as  the  contractors,  have  heretofore,  to  wit, 
ou  the  twenty-eight  day  of  November,  1870,  entered  into  a  contract  in 
writing  with  the  present  government  of  France,  engaging  them  to  fur- 
nish to  the  said  government,  at  Bordeaux,  certain  arms  and  munitions  ot 
war,  in  which  contract  it  is  also  provided  that  a  guarantee  satisfactory 
to  the  said  government,  to  the  amount  of  one  million  francs,  shall  be 
given  by  the  contractors,  in  a  New  York  bank,  to  secure  the  performance 
of  the  contract. 

And  whereas  certain  sums  of  money  are  required  at  once  in  the  city 
of  New  York  for  the  purchase  of  a  part  of  the  merchandise  aforesaid, 
which  guarantee  and  advances  the  said  Garrison  has  engaged  to  make 
and  advance : 

Now,  in  consideration  of  the  premises  and  the  mutual  promises  herein, 
it  is  agreed  as  follows : 

First.  Mr.  Garrison  agrees,  upon  his  part,  to  make  and  perfect  the 
guarantee  required  by  said  contract  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  Messrs. 
Dabney,  Morgan  and  Company,  of  New  York,  acting  in  this  respect  for 
the  French  government,  and  to  advance,  for  account  of  said  contractors, 

the  sum  of dollars,  in  cash,  or  so  much  thereof  as  is  needed  by 

them  to  be  used  in  paying  for  arms,  ammunition,  &c.,  to  be  purchased 
from  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  for  the  cash  expenses 
of  loading  and  insuring  the  goods  to  be  bought  by  them,  and  to  cover 
the  amount  of  his  personal  liability  in  chartering  a  ship  or  ships.  The 
advances  aforesaid,  or  so  much  as  may  be  needed  to  pay  for  the  goo<ls 
purchased,  acre  to  be  made  from  time  to  time  in  sums  as  required,  upon 
the  request,  in  writing,  of  the  contractors  by  Mr.  Valentine,  accompanied 
by  the  proper  certificate  of  the  French  inspector,  acting  under  the  said 
contract  with  the  French  government;  but  Mr.  Garrison  shall  have  the 
opportunity  to  inspect  all  "goods  for  which  he  is  required  to  pay,  and  the 
right  to  refuse  to  pay  for  any  such  as  in  his  judgment  are  not  accord- 
ing to  the  terms  of  the  said  contract  with  the  French  government. 
Mr.  Garrison  is  also  to  charter  a  vessel,  or  vessels,  as  may  be  necessary 

30  8  A 
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and  satisfactory  to  the  contractors,  upon  terms  to  be  approved  by  them, 
for  a  voyage  or  voyages  to  Bordeaux,  to  carry  the  uiercbandise  iu  ques- 
tion or  any  part  thereof;  and^also  to  superintend  all  matters  relatiugto 
the  loading  and  departure  of  said  vessel  or  vessels  at  the  earliest  mo- 
ment possible,  and  attend  to  insuring  the  cargo  or  cargoes. 

Second.  All  bills  and  invoices  of  goods  purchased  by  the  contractors, 
and  for  which  Mr.  Garrison  is  required  to  pay,  are  to  be  made  out  to 
his  name,  and  are  to  be  shipped  by  him ;  and  bills  of  lading  and  insar- 
ance  taken  in  his  name  j  the  policies  to  be  for  benetit  of  whom  it  may 
concern  at  time  of  loss.  The  bills  of  lading  are  to  be  immediately  prop- 
erly indorsed  in  blank,  and,  together  with  the  policies  of  insurance,  be 
deposited  with  Messrs.  Dabney,  Morgan  &  Co.,  for  the  l)eneflt  of  the  con- 
tractors, when  they  shall  have  complied  with  the  requirements  of  the  two 
following  sections ;  and  all  invoices,  bills,  shipping  documents,  and  cer- 
tificates of  inspection  are  at  the  same  time,  with  proper  indorsemeuts, 
assignments,  or  transfers,  to  be  deposited  with  said  Dabney,  Morgan  & 
Co.  for  the  benefit  of  the  contractors,  their  privies  or  assigns. 

Third.  The  said  contractors  agree  immediately*  to  draw  their  several 
dniits  to  their  own  order  npon  the  house  of  J.  S.  Morgan  &  Co.,  of  Lon- 
don, and  indorse  and  deposit  the  same  with  the  house  of  Dabney,  Mor- 
gjin  &  Co.,  of  New  York,  for  the  amounts  and  for  the  disposal  foliowing, 
to  wit : 

Ist.  One  draft,  payable  at  sight,  for  three  millions  of  franca;  the 
proceeds  of  which,  or  so  much  as  is  necessary,  are  to  be  paid  by  said 
Dabney,  Morgan  &  Co.  to  the  said  Garrison,  trom  time  to  time,  as  goods 
are  placed  on  board,  upon  production  of  the  papers  mentioned  iu  the 
Urst  and  second  sections  hereof,  and  bills  of  lading  attached.  This 
draft  is  to  be  drawn  to  furnish  the  means  of  reimbursing  the  advances 
ninde  by  Mr.  Garrison  on  account  of  purchases  or  expenses  of  shipping 
or  insuring,  and  to  cover  the  amount  of  his  personal  liability  in  char- 
tering a  ship  or  ships. 

2d.  One  draft  for  an  amount  equal  to  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  in 
currency,  which  draft  is  to  be  payable  at  sixty  days  from  sight,  and  the 
proceeds  of  which  draft  are  to  be  delivered  to  the  said  Garrison  when 
the  vessel  or  vessels  on  which  the  material  is  shipped  shall  have  arrived 
at  its  or  their  destination,  and  which  amount  is  to  be  for  compensation 
to  Mr.  Garrison  for  his  services  and  risk. 

3d.  Also  one  draft  for  an  amount  equivalent  to  one  million  of  franca, 
payable  at  sixty  days  after  sight,  which  draft,  or  the  proceeds  thereof,  is 
to  be  retained  by  said  Dabney,  Morgan  &  Co.,  until  the  execution  of  the 
contract  or  a  discharge  thereof  by  the  French  government,  to  secure  the 
said  Garrison  against  resi)onsibility  under  the  terms  of  the  guarantee 
given  or  to  be  given  by  him  as  aforesaid. 

Fourth.  All  goods  not  paid  for  by  the  advances  of  Mr.  Garrison  are 
to  be  shipped  by  the  contractors,  and  bills  of  lading  and  insurance 
tiiken  in  their  names ;  polices  to  be  for  benetit  of  whom  it  may  concern 
at  time  of  loss.  Bills  of  lading,  with  certificates  of  inspection,  are  to 
be  produced  to  Messrs.  Dabney,  Morgan  &  Co.,  and  all  policies  of 
insurance  deposited  and  left  with  them,  for  the  security  of  acceptors,  or 
whom  it  may  concern,  at  the  time  of  loss. 

Fifth.  When  the  contractors  shall  have  complied  with  the  last  two 
sections,  they  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  from  the  said  Dabney,  Morgan 
&  Co.  all  bills  of  lading  of  goods  paid  for  by  Mr.  Garrison,  and  all  doca- 
uients  requisite  to  transfer  the  title  of  said  goods  to  them ;  and  there- 
upon the  said  Garrison  shall  be  substituted  in  their  stead  to  all  claim 
upon  the  drafts,  or  proceeds  thereof,  mentioned  in  said  third  secticm ; 
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and  the  contractors  shall  be  discharged  from  liability  to  him  in  respect 
of  all  moneys  advanced  and  commissions  or  compensation  earned  for 
any  snm  not  exceeding  the  amount  of  said  drafts  or  the  proceeds  thereof. 
Sixth.  All  goods  not  paid  for  by  the  advances  of  Mr.  Garrison^  and 
referred  to  as  being  furnished  by  the  contractors,  must  l)e  laden  by 
them  daring  the  time  required  for  those  furnished  by  Mr.  Garrison,  so 
that  no  delay  will  occur  in  dispatching  the  ship  or  ships. 

As  witness  the  hands  of  the  parties,  the  day  and  year  first  above  men- 
tioned. 

C.  K.  GARRISON. 
W.  J.  VALENTINE. 
VALENTINE  &  BILLING. 
WILLIAM  SAINT  LAURENT. 
Witness: 

H.  McVaigh. 

Q.  Now  state  what  took  place  under  this  contract,  as  made  and  as 
yoa  became  connected  with  it. — A.  Some  time  in  the  month  of  Decem- 
ber, 1870 — perhaps  early  in  December — two  of  these  parties  came  to 
New  York,  and,  I  think,  they  were  introduced  to  me  by  Mr.  Steinberger, 
m  yon  will  see,  provided  with  this  contract  and  its  conditions,  that  the 
Bank  of  France  was  to  pay  in  drafts  that  might  be  drawn  under  this 
contract.  I  declined  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it  at  first,  but  finally 
said  to  them  *'  If  you  will  place  that  money  in  the  United  States,  or 
place  it  in  England,  and  get  an  extension  of  time  under  this  contract,  I 
will  do  it  for  a  certain  sum  of  money,"  a  sum  named. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  you  would  procure  the  maUriel  f — A.  I  will  explain 
all  that  as  I  go  along.  After  several  dispatches  passing  between  the 
authorities  in  France  and  the  contractors,  they  finally  agreed  to  make, 
and  did  make,  a  deposit  of  about  six  millions  of  francs  in  the  hands  of 
J.  S.  Morgan  &  Co.,  of  London,  to  be  paid  on  certain  conditions,  on  the 
delivery  of  these  goods  under  the  contract,  Dabney,  Morgan  &  Co.,  in 
New  York,  representing  the  London  house,  the  business  to  be  done 
through  them.  As  you  see,  on  the  2M  of  January  my  contract  was 
made.  You  will  see  that  the  dispatch  certified  to  by  Dabney,  Morgan 
&  Co.  was  on  the  ICth  of  January.  The  old  contract  had  expired.  It 
expired,  in  fact,  on  the  20th  of  December,  literally.  Therefore  I  took 
it  for  granted,  and  not  only  took  it  for  granted,  but  the  dispatches,  so 
far  as  I  was  able  to  understand  them,  gave  to  these  parties  a  reasonable 
time  to  go  on  and  do  what  they  had  failed  to  do.  As  an  evidence  of 
their  intent,  I  take  the  dispatch  of  the  16th  of  January,  at  which  time 
they  accepted  my  guarantee,  which  was  nearly  a  month  subsequent  to 
the  date  on  which  these  people  were  to  deliver  these  goods  at  Bordeaux. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  understand  you  that  the  completion  of  the  contract  with  you  you 
regarded  as  an  extension  of  the  original  contract? — A.  Certainly.  How 
could  it  be  otherwise,  when  the  goods  were  to  be  delivered  under  the  old 
contract  on  the  20th  of  December,  at  Bordeaux,  and  the  French  govern- 
ment took  me  as  security,  knowing  that  nothing  had  been  done  on  the 
16th  of  January!  Their  dispatch  is  dated  on  the  16th  of  January,  nearly 
a  month  after  the  time  the  old  contract  had  expired.     . 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 
Q.  That  was  the  dispatch  you  relied  upon — a  dispatch  from  the  French 
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government  a^eeing  to  take  you  as  gaarantee  on  the  16tb  of  January!— 
A.  Yes,  sir.  You  will  see  that  by  the  certificate  of  J.  S.  Morgan  &  Co., 
on  the  guarantee.  The  dispatch  <Jid  not  arrive  here  for  a  day  or  two; 
but  on  the  21st  I  entered  into  this  agreement  with  the  French  govern- 
ment, and  on  the  23d  I  made  this  contract  with  these  parties,  having 
agreed  to  do  it.  They  had  purchased.  I  went  on  in  accordance  with 
my  agreement;  chartered  the  steamship  Ontario,  for  which  I  agreed  to 
pay  £11,000  a  trip,  together  with  demurrage,  if  there  was  any,  for  de- 
tention. 

Q.  Did  you  say  they  had  purchased  ! — A.  They  had  contracted  to  par- 
chase.  They  had  not  paid,  but  they  had  made  purchases  before  I  came 
into  it. 

Q.  Had  they  purchased  these  identical  batteries  t — ^A.  These  identi- 
cal batteries — these  arms. 

Q.  So  the  batteries  were  not  originally  sold  to  you  f — A.  No,  sir ;  they 
vrere  sold  to  these  parties,  but  there  was  no  money  paid  by  them. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  They  did  not  comply  with  the  terms  of  the  contract  t — A.  They 
came  to  me  twenty  minutes  before  three,  saying  that  if  there  was  not  a 
certain  amount  paid  on  them  by  three  o^clock  they  could  not  get  theio. 

Q.  When  was  that  f — A.  That  was  on  the  23d  of  January,  the  day 
that  contract  was  signed.  This  ship  was  at  Boston  and  was  got  around 
to  Kew  York  as  soon  as  she  could  be  coaled  and  crewed,  and  meantime 
orders  were  given  to  bring  this  stock  forward. 

Q.  That  vessel  was  the  Ontario? — ^A.  The  Ontario.  The  batteries  were 
ordered  from  different  places.  Being .  perfectly  ignorant  of  this  war 
materiel  and  everything  connected  with  it,  I  paid  no  attention  to  the 
matter.  I  paid  as  they  purchased.  They  were  to  purchase,  as  the  con- 
tract will  show ;  but  I  had  the  right  to  reject,  because  1  did  not  know  but 
that  they  might  purchase  something  that  was  not  worth  anything,  and 
I  reserved  to  myself  the  right  to  reject. 

Q.  Was  the  money  you  paid  on  the  23d  of  January  what  was  under- 
stood to  be  the  margin  on  those  gunsf — A.  I  think  I  paid  $144,1)00. 
Without  having  my  books  before  me  I  cannot  be  very  exact,  but  it  was 
a  margin  for  the  field-pieces  of  artillery,  that  that  was  paid  on  that  day, 
and  a  short  time  afterward  I  paid  a  percentage  on  the  guns. 

Q.  That  was  twenty  per  cent,  margin  on  those  guns  f — A.  Ten  per 
cent.  It  was  necessary  to  pay  a  certain  amount  on  these  batteries  to 
get  them,  or  there  was  somebody  else  would  take  them.  I  sent  my  cer- 
tified check.  We  went  on  just  as  rapidly  as  we  could.  It  was  very 
boisterous  weather,  uncommonly  so,  if  you  will  recollect,  a  year  ago  in  the 
latter  part  of  January  and  in  February,  and  every  effort  was  made.  The 
goods  were  shipped  rapidly;  the  tonnage  was  more  than  twice  as  fast  as 
a  vessel  loading  alongside  of  her  that  Kemington  was  loading.  I  felt 
anxious  to  close  the  transaction.  We  proceeded  to  load  the  vessel  with 
the  artillery  stuff  because  that  was  the  heaviest  and  had  to  go  below,  as 
fast  as  it  could  be  brought  forward. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  That  was  in  January  f — A.  No,  it  must  have  been  in  February, 
because  we  did  not  sign  this  contract  till  the  23d  of  January.  It  was 
in  the  winter,  and  the  steamer  did  not  get  around  until  about  the  first 
of  February,  tho4igh  I  cannot  fix  dates  exactly.  I  had  no  idea  of  the 
bulk  of  this  thing  at  the  commencement.  However,  we  went  on  and  got 
the  ship,  perhaps,  two-thirds  loaded,  nearly  all  the  artillery  on  board, 
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aud  the  percentage  had  been  paid  on  these  muskets  to  the  Government. 
There  were  some  few  pieces  left  that  were  at  Washington,  or  Watervliet, 
or  in  arsenals  somewhere  else,  I  do  not  recollect  where,  but  they  were  not 
quite  complete  so  far  as  the  artillery  was  concerned.  I  suppose  we  had 
at  least,  8i>eaking  within  bounds,  three-fourths  of  it,  or  seven-eighths  of 
it,  indeed,  all  the  shells  and  stuff  made  at  the  West-Point  fouudery  of 
Kemble  &  Co.,  and  I  believe  all  on  shipboard,  when,  to  my  astonish- 
ment, one  afternoon  the  representative  of  the  French  government 
showed  me  a  dispatch  he  had  got  to  suspend. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Whom  do  you  mean  by  the  '*  representative  of  the  French  govern- 
ment t" — ^A.  A  special  agent  sent  over,  Captain  Guzman. 

By  Mr.  Sohubz  : 

Q.  He  was  an  officer  of  the  French  army  f — A.  An  officer  of  the 
French  army  sent  here  by  the  French  government,  and  had  control  of 
the  whole  matter.    The  French  consul  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  the  dispatch  state  on  what  ground  it  was  abrogated  ? — A.  The 
dispatch  did  not;  it  was  simply  that  the  matter  was  suspended;  I  can- 
not speak  positively ;  but  I  think  it  was  within  thirty  days  at  any  rate 
after  this  contract  wa«  signed.  Everything  was  done  that  could  be. 
That  is  my  connection.  The  amount  of  money  that  I  had  to  advance 
was  verj'  considerable — ^about  $600,000  or  $700,000  in  cash,  besides  the 
risk  that  I  ran. 

Q.  What  was  done  after  you  got  that  dispatch  f — A.  That  contract 
was  abrogated  by  the  French  government  and  a  new  contract  made; 
a  new  Siilo  made  in  June  following  for  a  portion  of  the  artillery  and 
appurtenances;  the  small-arms  were  all  left  out,  and  I  shipped  the 
goods;  took  them  out  of  the  Ontario,  where  they  had  been  lying,  and 
shipped  them  on  a  sailing-vessel  to  Algeria,  under  instructions  of  the 
French  government.  I  will  state  here  that  that  vessel  had  a  certain 
number  of  lay  days ;  her  lay  days  expired,  and  I  was  paying  £200  a  day 
demurrage,  and  kept  her  thej'e  until  we  found  we  had  either  to  discharge 
the  vessel  or  make  some  other  arrangement. 

Q.  You  speak  of  a  new  contract ;  in  what  month  ? — A.  June.  That  is 
a  matter  the  French  government  arranged  with  those  contractors  over 
there.  I  have  never  made  a  contract  with  the  French  government  to 
the  amount  of  CJ  cents,  directly  or  indirectly,  except  this  guarantee. 
That  was  the  only  connection  I  ever  had  with  the  French  government. 

Q.  Then  the  negotiations,  which  ended  in  renewing  that  contract,  took 
place  in  France? — A.  In  France. 

Q.  Not  in  this  country! — A.  Not  in  this  country.  Nobody  in  this 
country  had  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  interview  with  the  chargS  d'affaires  of  the 
French  government  here,  in  company  with  General  Ingalls? — A.  I 
never  have  seen  him  to  know  him  in  my  life ;  was  never  in  the  French 
embassy  here  or  anywhere  else. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  request  of  General  Ingalls  to  call  and  see  the 
charge  d'affaires  f — A.  I  did. 

Q.  What  was  that  request!  State  it  specifically. — A.  I  requested 
General  Ingalls  to  come  to  Washington  to  see  the  French  minister  and 
state  to  him — I  had  gone  over  the  whole  thing  with  General  Ingalls — 
the  hardship  I  considered  I  was  laboring  under;  that  I  had  fulfilled  to 
the  letter  my  understanding  of  the  contract ;  that  the  French  govern- 
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ment  had  acted,  perhaps  not  int^Dtioually  but  actually,  in  bad  faith 
with  me,    I  (considered  they  had — very  bad  faith. 

Q.  General  Ingalls  then  went  there  at  your  express  request! — A.  At 
my  express  request. 

Q.  Had  General  Ingalls  any  interest  whatever  in  relation  to  the  pro 
ceeds  of  this  contract  in  any  way  or  shape  f — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge; 
iior  has  any  other  officer  of  the  Army  or  of  the  Government,  to  my 
knowledge. 

Q.  Making  the  negotiations  as  you  did,  would  you  not  know  if  there 
was  any  officer  i)artieipating  in  it  f — A.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  an 
officer  in  the  United  States  who  had  a  pecuniary  interest  in  tlie  profits 
or  losses  of  this  contract  to  the  amount  of  six  and  a  quarter  cents. 

Q.  The  call  of  General  Ingalls,  then,  was  a  mere  friendly  call !— A. 
My  relations  with  General  Ingalls,  as  with  most  Asmy  officers,  are  ven* 
friendly ;  and  there  are  very  few  of  them  who  would  not  have  done  what 
General  Ingalls  did,  if  I  had  requested  any  of  them  to  do  it  In  justifi- 
cation of  myself,  I  desire  to  state  this,  although  it  is  an  outside  matter: 
I  see  by  a  report  of  the  proceedings  here  in  the  Kew  York  Times— I 
trust  it  is  not  so — that,  among  other  things  stated  by  witnesses,  for 
what  reason  I  cannot  say,  it  was  stated  that  I  was  one  of  the  securities 
of  William  M.  Tweed.  Such  a  statement,  if  it  has  been  made — I  hope 
it  has  not  been  nuide — is  unqualifiedly  false.  I  have  never  spoken  to 
William  M.  Tweed  since  his  arrest;  and  I  never  had  anything  to  do 
with  him,  directly  or  indirectly,  except,  perhaps,  he  may  have  owned 
stock  In  a  bank,  or  insurance  company,  or  a  gas  company  with  myself. 

Q.  At  the  time  you  received  the  conjpletion  of  this  contract  from 
France,  you  took  it  as  a  renewal  ot  your  original  contract  t — ^A.  Cer 
tainlv  I  did. 

Q,  And,  in  pursuance  of  that  understanding,  you  went  along  and  did 
what  you  did? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  not  this  officer,  Captain  Guzman,  present,  and  had  he  not 
knowledge  of  what  you  were  doing! — A.  \es,  sir;  he  was  at  the  ship 
receiving  the  goods  at  the  moment  he  received  the  dispatch.  It  was 
sent  down  to  him  from  the  French  consul,  as  he  informed  me  at  that 
time. 

Q.  Did  you  regard  yourself  in  any  wa^  or  manner,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, as  the  agent  of  the  French  government? — A.  Not  in  any  way. 
shape,  manner,  or  form.  For  the  consideration  of  $100,000,  which  wjis 
to  be  paid  to  me  as  there  stated,  I  took  what  you  might  call  a  war  risk, 
and  it  has  been  a  very  expensive  one  to  me.  They  still  owe  me  $8(VH)0, 
which  I  do  not  know  whether  I  shall  ever  get  or  not. 

Q.  As  a  merchant,  do  you  consider  any  person  necessarilj'  an  agent 
of  France  simply  on  account  of  his  making  a  purchase  of  arms  for  that 
government  ? — A.  Cert^iinly  not.  I  do  not  think  that  has  anything  to 
do  with  it.    I  certainly  was  not. 

By  Mr.  SciiURZ : 

Q.  What  would  you  consider  the  conditions  that  would  make  a 
merchant  an  agent  of  tiie  French  government  in  the  purchase  of 
arms! — A.  A  man  who  bought  articles  for  the  French  government  on 
a  commission. 

Q.  You  would  consider  him  an  agent? — A.  I  should  consider  him 
representing  the  French  government. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer: 

Q.  If  he  had  power  to  bind  the  government  f — A.  Not  without,  if  he 
was  dealing  under  a  letter  of  instructions. 
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Q.  To  buy  for  them  on  a  commission  f — A.  To  buy  for  them  on  a  com- 
mission.   That  is  what  I  should  consider  an  agent. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Were  not  yon  executing  a  contract  known  to  you  to  be  made 
between  other  parties  and  the  French  government? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Wliat  articles  did  tliat  contract  include  If — ^A.  The  articles  named 
in  that  paper.  Not  knowing  anything  about  war  material,  1  should  have 
to  refer  to  the  papers. 

Q.  That  is,  for  the  artillery  ? — A.  Twenty  batteries  of  artillery.  Five 
batteries  were  purchased  from  outside  parties,  not  the  Government. 

Q.  And  then  the  Enfield  rides  f — A.  Fifty  thousand  Enfield  rifles  were 
piirrbnsed  from  the  Government,  and  the  balance  was  purchased  from 
outside  parties. 

Q.  You  mentioned  the  name  of  a  French  officer  who  was  sent  over 
here  to  inspect  the  arms  bought  by  you H — A.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  wish  you 
to  understand  me  right  here  ;  I  bought  nothing ;  I  only  paid  for  them. 

Q.  1  understand  the  arms  had  been  bought,  but  you  put  up  the  mar- 
gin f — A.  I  put  up  the  margin  and  put  up  the  money  besides. 

Q.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  known  to  you  that  the  sale  in  the  re- 
port of  the  War  Department  is  regarded  as  having  been  made  to  you  I — 
A.  I  have  no  doubt  of  it,  because  the  contract  says  that.  In  the  first 
place,  these  parties  coming  here  with  a  contract  amounting  to  $1,300,000 
or  $1,400,000  for  the  French  government,  I  took  it  for  granted  there 
was  some  respectability  and  responsibility  attached  to  them,  or  other- 
wise I  should  never  have  had  anytliing  to  do  with  it.  I  did  not  sup- 
pose they  were  men  of  straw.  I  did  not  suppose  that  the  French  gov- 
ernment would  place  themselves  in  the  hands  of  men  entirely  irrespcm- 
sible  in  regard  to  the  purchase  of  war  materiel.  Therefore  I  made  the 
contract. 

Q  You  stated  that  there  was  put  up  at  Morgan  &  Company's  six 
million  of  francs.  Was  it  done  by  them  f — A.  It  was  done  by  the 
French  government  for  them,  and  charged  up,  the  French  government 
agreeing  that  the  Bank  of  France  should  pay  this  money.  I  had  no 
idea  of  putting  up  $800,000  or  $1,000,000,  and'leaving  it  in  the  Bank  of 
France.  The  letters  were  to  Brown  Brothers,  as  I  understood.  I  sent 
to  Brown  Brothers  &  Co.  to  know  whether  they  indorsed  this  thing  or 
not.  They  said  no,  not  for  an  hour ;  when  the  money  was  transferred, 
they  would  pay  it  if  they  had  it.  1  then  made  the  condition,  before 
having  anything  to  do  with  it,  that  this  should  be  transferred. 

Q.  So  it  appears,  then,  that  the  French  government  backed  them  to 
the  amount  of  6,000,000  of  francs'? — Yes,  sir;  they  came  here  with  these 
papers  and  attempted  to  buy  this  property.  Tliey  could  not  do  it.  They 
went  around  town  and  came  to  nie.  After  months  of  negotiation,  I  said  to 
them,  *'If  you  will  i)lace  the  annmnt  of  money,  these  6,000,000  of  francs, 
in  a  banker's  hands  in  the  United  States  or  England,  so  that  the  money 
can  be  paid  over  here  on  the  shipment  of  these  goods,  and  the  bills  of 
lading,  insurance,  &c.,  I  will  undertake  to  make  the  advances  and  do 
your  business  for  $100,000,  currency."  Thej'  made  the  change,  put  the 
money  in  Morgan  &  Co.'s  hands,  and  it  was  there  when  this  contract  was 
abrogated.  The  French  government  attempted  to  get  the  money  away 
from  there.  It  was  attached,  and  I  believe  it  was  held  by  the  chancel- 
lor of  England  that  it  had  to  remain  there.  It  was  put  in  the  hands  of 
Morgan  &  Co.,  and  charged  up  to  the  Bank  of  France  for.  a  specific  pur- 
pose. While  this  suit  was  pending,  however,  the  French  government 
and  these  contractors  made  a  subsequent  contract  for  a  portion  of  these 


472       SALE  OF  ARMS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT. 

goods,  the  contractors  releasing  that  attachment  up  to  an  amonntto 
cover  themselves  and  the  government,  agreeing  to  take  the  goods  by 
sailing-vessels,  or  otherwise,  at  Algeria. 

Q.  You  mentioned  French  officers  who  had  been  sent  over  here  to  in- 
spect the  arms  bought  by  you,  or  in  your  name,  one  of  them  Captaia 
Guzman,  you  say  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  frequent  intercourse  with  those  French  officers!— 
A.  Not  very.  With  Guzman  I  had;  not  with  the  others,  because  I 
could  not  speak  French. 

Q.  Could  Guzman  speak  English! — ^A.  Yery  well ;  as  well  as  1  cooJd; 
perhaps  better. 

Q.  Did  you  introduce  these  French  officers  to  anybody! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  they  have  ever  come  in  contact  with  auj 
officers  or  employes  of  the  Ordnance  Department! — ^A.  I  could  not  say 
as  to  that. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  it! — A.  I  have  not.  I  may  have  in- 
tit>duced  Captain  Guzman  casually  to  the  captains  of  ships  and  other 
persons ;  but  what  [  mean  to  say  is,  that  I  was  not  in  the  habit  of  taking 
them  about  and  introducing  them. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Colonel  Crispin  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  introduce  Captaiu  Guzman  to  him  ! — ^A.  It  appears  to  me 
I  met  Captain  Guzman  there. 

Q.  At  Colonel  Crisi)in's  ! — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  Captain  Guzman  was  there  for! — A.  I  took  it 
for  granted  he  was  there  on  this  business,  to  make  some  inquiry  aboat 
these  arms.    I  do  not  know  the  particulars. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  transactions  with  officers  or  employes  of  the 
Ordnance  Department  yourself! — A.  Nothing  more  than  giving  my 
checks,  or  calling  on  them  to  turn  over  the  material  that  1  bought. 

Q.  You  have  just  said  that  your  impression  is  that  3'ou  met  Captain 
Giizmnn  at  Colonel  Crispin's — in  his  office! — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  What  was  your  business  with  Colonel  Crispin,  then  ! — A.  To  learn 
from  the  Ordnance  Department  where  the  batteries  were,  and  the  stuff 
that  I  wanted  to  put  on  board  my  ship. 

Q.  Did  you  discuss  that  matter  with  Colonel  Crispin  and  Captain 
Guzman,  together! — A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Crispin  and  Captain  Guzman  appear  to  be  acquainted 
with  one  another! — A.  It  struck  me  that  they  were  not  much  ac- 
quainted from  what  I  saw.  Of  course  I  had  not  any  particular  object 
in  taking  any  particular  notice.  I  recollect  seeing  him  now  but  ouoe 
there. 

Q.  Did  they  have  any  conversation  together,  at  that  time,  in  yonr 
presence! — A.  Yes,  sir;  my  impression  is  that  Captain  Guzman  asked 
Colonel  Crispin  if  they  had  in  United  States  arsenals  a  certain  kind 
of  fuse,  or  something  belonging  to  these  shells ;  I  do  not  know  the 
technical  term. 

Q.  Belonging  to  the  shells  that  you  bought! — A.  No.  It  appears 
that  this  question  came  up:  B3'  that  contract  these  people  were  to  fur- 
nish a  certain  kind  of  fuse  if  they  were  to  be  had  in  the  United  States 
arsenals.  They  claimed  that  they  could  not  be  had  anywhere — ^in  the 
United  States  arsenals  or  anywhere  else. 

Q.  W^ho  claimed  that ! — A.  The  contractors  claimed  that  they  conld 
not  find  them,  and  consequently  they  went  to  Kimble  &  Co.,  at  the 
West  Point  foundery,  and  had  made  a  certain  other  kind  that  they 
were  to  have.    In  these  statements  about  this  arms  business,  I  want  it 
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distinctly  understood  that  I  am  not  speaking  as  an  expert.    I  do  not 
know  a  shot-gun  from  a  rifle,  scarcely. 

By  Mr.  Log  AN : 
Q.  Would  you  know  the  name  of  that  fuse  if  it  was  mentioned  t — ^A, 
I  believe  I  would. 
Q.  Was  it  the  Boreman  fuse  ? — ^A.  The  paper  states. 

By  Mr.  Schtjrz  : 

Q.  We  were  speaking  about  the  subject  of  conversation  between 
Captain  Guzman  and  Colonel  Crispin,  and  you  said  your  impression  was 
it  was  about  that  fuse  ? — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  Was  Captain  Guzman  making  inquiries  as  to  whether  that  fuse 
was  to  be  had  in  the  United  States  arsenals  I — Q.  I  think  that  was  the 
substance  of  the  conversation. 

Q.  Was  the  contract  under  which  you  were  acting  mentioned  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter  ? — A.  Not  that  I  recollect.  My  object  in  call- 
ing was  to  hurry  these  goods  on. 

Q.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  officers  of  the  Ordnance  Bu- 
reau knew  that  these  arms  were  being  bought  for  France  f — A.  I  can- 
not see  how  anybody  could  help  knowing  it.  The  vessel  was  loading 
there,  and  I  suppose  it  was  a  matter  of  generjil  notoriety.  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  knew  it  or  not,  but  1  took  it  for  granted  that  every- 
body knew  it. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  this  artillery  was  bought  before 
you  came  into  the  arrangement  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  merely  paid  for  it ;  I 
never  bought  anything. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  You  say,  then,  it  was  supposed  to  be  generally  known  that  these 
arms  were  being  bought  for  France f — A.  1  suppose  that  was  the  gen- 
eral impression  everywhere.    It  was  no  secret.  • 

Q.  In  your  conversations  with  Colonel  Crispin,  did  you  take  it  for 
granted  that  he  knew  about  itf — A.  1  took  it  for  granted  that  all  the 
officers  knew  about  it.  I  did  not  know  any  reason  why  it  should  be 
secret,  and  1  took  it  for  granted,  although  1  did  not  know  it,  that  it 
was  known  upon  the  streets  and  everywhere  where  they  knew  any- 
thing. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  concealment  about  it  in  your  conversations! 
— A.  None  in  the  world.  Whatever  business  I  do,  I  do  openly.  I  pre- 
sented these  papers  here,  that  there  might  be  no  mistake  as  to  my  posi- 
tion in  regard  to  this  thing;. 

Q.  You  say  you  went  to  Colonel  Crispin  to  urge  the  forwarding  of  the 
goods;  was  that  itf — A.  My  understanding  was  that  the  goods  were 
all  to  be  had  at  two  places,  at  Washington  and  Watervliet.  After- 
ward, on  account  of  the  rejection  of  a  number  of  these  pieces,  they  fell 
short,  and,  as  I  understood,  some  pieces  of  artillery  had  to  come  from 
Saint  Louis,  some  saddles,  bridles,  harness,  &c.,  from  liock  Island,  and 
from  ditfereut  parts  of  the  country,  and  it  was  during  the  time  of  snow- 
storms, and,  as  I  said  before,  my  lay-days  were  running  out.  We  had 
so  many  lay-days,  after  which  1  liad  to  pay  j£200  a  day  demurrage,  and 
that  was  my  anxiety. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  the  first  pieces  of  artillery  were  deliv- 
ered ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  could  not  tell. 

Q.  There  is  a  statement  in  one  of  Colonel  Crispin's  letters  that  the 
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deliveries  commenced  on  the  6th  of  February.  Will  that  help  your 
memory  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q,  You  do  not  remember  ! — A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Was  there  any  difficulty  about  the  acceptance  of  the  pieces  of 
artillery  by  the  French  agents  that  were  here  f — A.  A  great  many  pieces 
were  rejected  ;  and  right  here  I  will  say  .that  I  have  now  got  on  band 
property  that  1  paid  the  United  States  $30,000  or  $40,000  for,  that  they 
have  stuck  me  with,  which  is  not  worth  anything. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer: 

Q.  And  you  would  like  to  sell  itf — A.  I  should  like  to  sell  it  at 
twenty-five  cents  on  the  dollar.  They  sent  goods,  which  were  rejected, 
for  which  I  paid  over  $30,000. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Where  were  the  pieces  of  artillery  inspected? — A.  On  the  dock; 
some  on  the  ship,  some  on  boats  alongside  of  the  ship.  Some  of  this 
stuff  came  from  Washington  on  barges,  and  they  took  the  barges  along- 
side of  the  steamers ;  and  when  it  was  convenient,  they  would  insi)ect 
them  on  the  barge  j  and  when  it  was  not  convenient,  they  would  hoist 
them  inside  the  buildings  when  it  was  very  cold,  and  would  inspect 
them  there.  Some  came  from  Watervliet,  West  Point,  and  other  places 
— the  shells — and  those  were  inspected  on  the  wharf. 

Q.  Was  it  the  understanding  that  the  Government  should  deliver 
those  goods  free  of  charge  at  the  docks  at  your  ship  fi— A.  The  under- 
standing was  that  they  were  to  deliver  them*  at  the  wharf. 

Q.  And  you  say  some  came  on  bargesf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  had  charge  of  those  bargesf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  those  barges  under  the  control  of  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Under  whose  control  were  they? — A.  The  man  who  owns  them  in 
the  steamship  line. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  paid  for  them? — A.  I  do  not.  I  suppose  the 
Government  did.    I  did  not.    I  do  not  know  who  did. 

Q.  You  stated  something  about  the  breaking  off  of  the  contract  in 
consequence  of  a  dispatch  that  came  from  France? — A.  Y'es,  sir. 

Q.  And  also  thjit  you  requested  General  Ingalls  to  go  to  the  Freuch 
legation  about  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you,  in  connection  with  that  contract,  make  any  application 
to  the  State  Department,  to  have  them  interfere  in  your  behalf  f— A. 
I  think  not ;  I  will  not  be  positive.  T  made  applications  everywhere 
where  I  thought  there  was  any  possibility  of  my  getting  any  inflnence. 

Q.  Did  it  not  suggest  itself  to  you  that  the  State  Department  woald 
be  the  proper  channel  ? — A.  Yes ;  and  I  think  it  very  likely  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  attempt  to  have  the  State  Department  inter- 
fere in  your  behalf? — A.  I  cannot  answer  you  that  question.  I  may 
havp  sent  some  one  there  to  make  a  request ;  but,  if  so,  I  have  forgotten 
it.  I  did  do  this :  I  tried  to  get  Mr.  Washburne,  in  France,  and  he  de- 
clined doing  it. 

Q.  If  any  attempt  was  made  to  interest  the  State  Department  in  your 
behalf  here,  then  you  are  sure  the  attempt  failed ;  that  uothinjr 
was  done  ? — A.  1  got  nothing.  Of  course  ever^'  attempt  to  get  rid  of 
these  goods  at  the  time  failed,  and,  as  I  said  before,  I  had  to  ship  them 
elsewhere,  except  that  portion  of  them  which  the  United  States  put  on 
my  hands  that  was  worthless.  I  want  the  Government  to  take  them 
back,  and  I  think  if  the  Government  is  honest  it  will  do  it 

Q.  Why  did  you  select  General  Ingalls,  to  send  him  to  the  French  le- 
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gation  t — A.  For  the  reason  that  our  social  relations  have  been  for  a 
long  time  of  a  very  kindly  character,  as  my  relations  have  been  with 
several  other  generals  of  the  Army.  1  am  older  than  most  of  these  gen- 
tlemen, an<l  I  have  known  most  of  them  from  the  time  they  left  the 
Academy,  and  many  of  them  up  to  the  present  day.  I  have  known 
General  Ingalls  very  intimately.  If  General  Logan  had  been  there  I 
Bhonld  have  asked  him  to  do  just  exactly  what  I  requested  General  In- 
galls to  do ;  and  there  are  a  great  many  other  officers  of  the  Army  that 
I  should  have  asked  to  do  the  same  thing. 

Q.  Did  yon  acquaint  General  Ingalls  during  the  time  the  contract  was 
being  fulfilled,  that  is  to  say,  when  you  got  those  arms,  with  the  partic- 
ulars of  the  case  ? — A.  I  went  over  the  whole  thing  with  General  Ingalls 
before  he  came  to  Washington. 

Q.  I  mean  before  that  time.  Did  you  have  frequent  intercourse  with 
him  while  the  arms  were  being  delivered,  that  is  to  say,  during  January 
and  February  f — A.  Not  more  so  than  I  have  had  since  and  before. 

Q.  You  saw  him  frequently? — A.  O,  yes;.I  see  him  very  frequently  in 
New  York.  We  happen  to  move  around  in  the  same  circle,  and  there- 
fore I  come  in  contact  with  him  very  often. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  up  matters  with  him  there? — A.  I  talked  up  matters 
with  him,  and  I  talked  up  matters  with  everybody  I  supposed  could  aid 
me  ;  not  General  Ingalls  particularly.    I  did  ask  him  to  come  here. 

Q.  I  refer  to  a  period  before  that. — A.  Not  during  the  time  of  the 
loading ;  nothing  particular. 

Q.  Did  you  consult  him,  perhaps,  about  what  could  be  got  at  the  ar- 
senals and  the  difficulties  to  be  overcome? — A.  Never;  in  no  one  in- 
stjmce;  and  I  will  give  you  my  reason :  I  did  not  know  any  thing  about 
these  things,  you  understand.  I  was  dealing  with  a  thing  I  knew  noth- 
ing about.  I  supposed  all  these  batteries  would  not  measure  more  than 
4(K)  or  5()0  tons,  and  I  found  they  measured  2,500.  I  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  a  battery.  I  chartered  the  largest  ship  in  the  United 
States,  and  I  thought  she  would  carry  twice  the  quantitj'  of  freight,  but 
1  found  I  was  very  much  mistaken.  I  would  rather  do  almost  anything 
else  than  ship  batteries. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  difficulty  with  the  War  Department  about  the 
margin  you  had  put  up  for  the  Enfield  muskets? — ^A.  No  j  nothing  par- 
ticular. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  correspondence  with  the  Department  ? — A.  I  be- 
lieve so.  i  made  a  written  application.  I  thought  the  least  they  could 
do  was  to  give  me  back  my  money.  They  sent  me  a  lot  of  stiiflf  that 
was  good  for  nothing  that  I  i)aid  for,  and  I  thought  it  but  fair  and  right 
that  they  should  pay  me  back  my  money. 

Q,  Did  you  make  application,  then,  to  the  War  Department  to  have 
that  margin  refunded  to  you? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  About  what  time?    Do  you  remember? — A.  Long  after  this  thing 
went  up;  some  time  in  March,  I  think  it  was. 
Q.  When  was  it  refunded  to  you? — A.  I  cannot  tell  you  exactly. 
Q.  Was  it  not  late  in  July?— A.  Perhaps  so.    It  is  impossible  for  me 
to  tell  without  mv  books. 

Q.  The  correspondence,  at  any  rate,  occupied  a  considerable  period 
of  time,  did  it  not  ? — A.  It  was  some  considerable  time  from  the  time  I 
made  the  application  before  I  got  my  mone3% 

Q.  On  what  ground  did  you  place  your  application  for  the  refunding 
of  that  margin  f — A.  On  equitable  grounds;  that  the  arms  had  never 
been  received  out  of  the  Government  warehouse;  that  they  had  not 
delivered  them,  and  they  had  been  paid,  and  well  paid,  for  a  quantity 
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of  material,  some  $400,000  or  $500,000, 1  had  purchased  from  them,  and  I 
thought  it  but  proper  and  right  that  they  should  give  me  ba<;k  my 
money. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  personal  conference  with  any  officer  of  the  War 
Department  about  that  matter! — A.  No,  sir;  I  had  not  been  in 
Washington  for  a  long  time,  and  I  had  no  conference  with  anybody.  I 
made  the  application,  and  got  the  money. 

Q.  Did  you  request  General  Ingalls  to  look  after  that  matter  for  yon? 
— A.  Very  likely  I  may  have  done  so.  Colonel  Crispin  is  the  man  I 
applied  to,  however. 

Q.  I  was  asking  you  whether  you  requested  General  Ingalls  to  look 
after  that  matter  for  you  t — A.  Very  likely  1  may  have  done  so. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  it  ? — A.  It  stiikes  me  that  I  requested 
him  to  do  what  he  could  for  me. 

Q.  To  come  to  Washington  I — A.  Not  to  come  to  Washington,  for  he 
was  here  a  great  deal  of  his  time.  Perhaps  I  had  two  or  three  inter- 
views to  get  that  margin  b^ck.  I  went  to  Colonel  Crispin.  I,  however, 
had  never  seen  any  of  the  War  Departmelit  men. 

Q.  Was  it  your  understanding  with  General  Ingalls  thfat  he  shonld 
use  his  influence  here  with  the  authorities  or  anywhere  where  an  influence 
could  be  used  to  get  that  margin  back  for  you! — A.  Not  more  than  I 
would  have  expected  of  anybody  else  who  had  influence,  that  the  De- 
partment had  confidence  in.  I  stated  the  facts  and  the  manner  of  pay- 
ing this  money,  and  that  the  Government  themselves  did  not  send  the 
stuff  forward  as  fast  as  they  ought  to  have  sent  it,  and  a  large  quantity 
was  left  on  my  hands  that  was  worthless,  that  they  had  sold  and  the 
other  parties  would  not  receive. 

Q.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  offer  to  General  Ingalls  a  considerable  snm 
of  money  if  he  would  have  that  margin  refunded  to  yout — A.  Never  a 
dollar  did  I  ofter  him  or  any  other  man  living. 

Q.  You  still  own  the  steamer  Ontario? — A.  I  own  her  now,  but  I  did 
not  then ;  and  I  own  the  Erie  also. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  shipping-papers  of  that  period — ^I  mean 
the  winter  of  1870-'71 — are  still  on  board  that  steamer  f — A.  There  were 
no  shipping-papers. 

Q.  Did  she  not  go  to  France  before  you  got  her  ? — A.  That  I  know 
nothing  about.  Of  course,  the  papers  were  taken  to  the  oflice  of  the 
agents  in  Boston. 

Q.  Who  are  the  agents? — A.  I  purchased  her  of  agents  of  Loring;  I 
forget  who  the  agents  are. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Harrison  Loring? — A.  I  purchased  these  two  large  ships  in  Au- 
gust from  Harrison  Loring. 

By  Mr.  Schuez  : 

Q.  You  say  you  do  not  know  what  became  of  the  papers  of  the  ship 
before  you  got  her  ! — A.  I  do  not.  They  belonged  to  the  agent.  They 
made  as  bad  a  job  in  building  and  selling  those  ships  as  I  did  in  arms. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  the  original  contract  between  the  French  gov- 
ernment and  the  parties  named  in  it  was  abrogated  t — A.  I^o,  sir:  I 
never  had  an  explanation. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  was  said  to  have  been  the  cause? — A.  Change 
of  masters,  or  change  of  rulers. 
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Q.  Change  of  administration  ? — A.  Change  of  administration. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledfje  anything  more  of  the  meet- 
ing or  interview  between  Colonel  Crispin  and  Captain  Guzman  than 
you  have  detailed! — A.  I  know  nothing  more  than  I  have  detailed. 

Q.  Of  your  own  knowledge  >  ou  do  not  know  the  object  for  which  he 
was  there? — A.  It  is  a  supposition  with  me  that  he  was  there  on  that 
business. 

Q.  That  supposition  is  on  the  theory  of  what  you  did  hear  t — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  speak  of  its  being  generally  known,  or  your  supposing  it  to 
be  generally  known,  that  these  materials  were  8hipi)ed  for  France;  of 
what  time  are  you  now  speaking ;  the  time  they  were  loading  and  in- 
specting them ! — A.  That  is  the  time  I  am  speaking  of.  It  was  pub- 
lished in  the  papers  <^  that  arms  of  so  much  value  will  go  to  France  by 
steamer  so-and-so  to-day." 

Q.  You  made  no  purchases! — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  persons  who  did  make  the  purchases,  the  parties 
named  in  the  contract! — A.  They  were  made  by  the  parties  named  in 
tlie  contract ;  they  gave  the  orders. 

Q.  At  the  time  they  made  the  contract  with  the  Ordnance  Department 
for  these  stores,  was  there  any  publicity  about  it !  Did  anybody  know 
what  they  were  going  to  do  ! — A.  I  do  not  know ;  the  articles  were  pur- 
chased before  I  came  into  this  thing. 

Q.  The  time  of  publicity  of  which  you  speak  was  when  they  were 
being  shipped! — A.  When  the  goods  were  being  shipped  by  other 
steamers. 

Q.  Now  I  put  the  question  to  you,  was  there  any  knowledge  by  the 
Ordnance  Department  or  the  public,  at  the  time  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment agreed  to  sell  to  these  parties,  where  they  were  to  go ! — A.  That^ 
is  a  question  I  cannot  answer.    I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  that  <lid  have  any  such  knowledge  ? — ^A. 
No ;  I  do  not  know,  of  my  own  knowledge,  anything  about  it.  I  took  it 
for  granted,  however,  that  it  was  a  sale  by  tlie  Government  to  get  rid 
of  goods  that  cost  them  50  per  cent.  I  think  both  pjirties  benefited  by 
it.  The  French  Government  bought  the  goods  for  about  half  what  the 
United  States  paid  European  governments  for  them. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Was  the  destination  of  the  arms,  when  they  were  on  the  wharf  and 
being  inspected,  a  matter  of  general  notoriety  ! — A.  I  supposed  every- 
body knew  it.  I  do  not  know  that  they  did,  of  my  own  knowledge,  but 
that  was  a  supposition  of  mine. 

Q.  The  contract  which  we  had  before  us  today  mentions,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  that  a  certificate  should  be  obtained  that  the  arms  were  such 
as  were  in  use  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  Were  any  such  cer- 
tificates obtained  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  From  whom  ! — A.  From  a  man  who  was  a  mechanic  in  the  Ord- 
nance Department.  I  do  not  know  what  you  call  him.  He  is  not  an 
oflBcer  of  the  Government  or  Army.  We  got  his  certificate.  It  was  some 
man  who  examines  arms.    I  do  not  know  what  position  he  occupies. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  his  name  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

Q.  Where  was  he  employed! — A.  Guzman  had  him.  I  do  not  know 
where  he  got  him.  I  cannot  say  positively  where  he  belongs  or  what 
his  name  is. 

Q.  You  say  Guzman  had  him  with  him  ! — A.  He  was  down  there  with 
Guzman,  and  he  gave  a  certificate  that  these  were  arms  of  the  character 
that  were  used  and  fit  for  use  in  this  country  by  this  Government. 
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Q.  And  he  gave  these  certificates  to  Guzman  f — A.  He  jpive  those 
certificates;  I  cannot  say  that  he  did,  bat  that  was  the  understanding; 
that  is  what  he  was  to  do ;  whether  he  did  it  or  not  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  You  say  he  was  an  employ^  of  the  Ordnance  Department ! — ^A.  So 
I  understood.  I  do  not  know.  You  must  bear  in  mind  tlmt  I  know 
nothing  about  this  matter.  I  was  merely  to  advance  a  certain  sum  of 
money. 

Q.  Did  you  see  the  man  yourself? — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  He  was  not  in  mili- 
tary dress,  but  a  plaiil,  citizen-looking  man. 

Q.  Was  he  pointed  out  by  Guzman  to  you  as  a  man  from  the  Ordnance 
Department! — A.  He  claimed  to  be  from  the  Ordnance  Department 
himself. 

Q.  In  conversations  with  you! — A.  Yes.  I  do  not  know  whether  he 
was  or  was  not.  I  have  never  been  a  man  of  war,  and  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  these  things. 

By  Mr.  Logan  : 

Q.  I  wish  to  ask  you  a  question  in  explanation  of  the  question  I  asked 
you  awhile  ago.  Were  these  cannon  that  you  purchased  rifle-cannon!— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  Parrotts. 

Mr.  Logan.  1  was  not  aware  of  that,  or  I  would  not  have  asked  you 
about  the  Boreman  fuse,  for  it  would  have  looked  like  a  foolish  question. 
Of  course,  that  fuse  could  not  be  used  for  cannon  of  that  kind. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  employed  General  Ingalls  to  go 
to  the  French  minister  because  you  had  known  him  a  long  time!— A  I 
^did  not  employ  him.    I  asked  it  a«  a  favor  that  he  should  do  so. 

Q.  What  was  he  to  do  for  you! — A.  To  represent  to  the  French  min- 
ister the  position  in  which  I,  an  innocent  party,  was  placed,  having  done 
what  I  did — complied,  as  I  understood  it,  with  the  arrangement — and  the 
loss  I  would  sustain  if  the  French  Government  did  not  take  these  things. 
I  showed  him  the  papers,  and  that  I  had  complied  with  the  arrangement. 
I  am  speaking  of  the  certificate  I  gave,  this  security  on  the  2l8t  of 
January. 

Q.  This  request  to  him  was  made  in  New  York  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  he  wa^  coming  on  to  Washington! — A.  And  he  was  coming 
on  to  Washington. 

Q.  Did  you  afterward  come  to  Washington  yourself  on  business!— 
A.  I  have  been  in  Washington  since. 

Q.  W^hat  1  meant  was,  soon  after  that,  did  you  come  to  Washington 
on  this  business! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  go  to  the  French  legation  yourself! — A.  I  never  saw  any 
French  legation  in  this  or  any  other  country. 

Q.  You  did  not  see  the  French  minister! — A.  I  never  saw  bim  in  nay 
life  to  know  him.  I  may  have  seen  him,  but  I  never  applied  to  bim  in 
any  other  manner  or  form,  except  to  request  General  Ingalls  to  call  and 
see  if  he  could  do  anything  for  me. 

Q.  You  never  saw  Mr.  Treilhard,  the  French  minister! — A.  Never. 

Q.  You  never  went  there  with  General  Ingalls! — A.  Never,  with 
General  Ingalls  or  any  man  living.  1  have  never  been  in  the  French 
embassy.  There  is  just  as  much  truth  in  that  as  that  I  am  William  M. 
Tweed's  bail. 

By  Mr.ScHUBZ: 
Q.  Did  anything  come  of  General  IngaUs's  interview  with  the  French 
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minister! — A.  No,  sir.  As  I  understood  from  General  Ingalls,  the 
French  minister  wonld  take  no  action  in  the  matter.- 

Q.  Bid  General  Ingalls  report  to  you  what  liad  been  done  between 
him  and  the  French  minister! — A.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  General  lugalls's 
report  to  me. 

Q.  Can  you  give  any  detailed  statement  about  what  the  report  was! — 
A.  Nothing,  only  he  stated  that  the  French  minister  declined  to  inter- 
fere in  the  matter. 


Washington,  April  4, 1872. 

The  Chairman  stated  that  he  had  received  the  following  letter  from 
Aiuory  Edwards  in  reply  to  a  request  made  of  him  while  on  the  stand : 

"  New  York,  April  2, 1872. 

"Sir:  On  referring  to  my  memorandums,  I  was  at  the  Frankford 
arsenal,  near  Philadelphia,  on  or  about  the  23d  December,  1870,  and 
then  saw  Mr.  Samuel  Eemingtou  and  others  there. 
"  Respectfully,  vours, 

"AMORY  EDWARDS. 

"  Hon.  Hannibal  Hamlin, 

^^ Chairman  of  Committee j  U,  8.  Senate.^ 

Mr.  ScHURZ  presented  the  following  letter,  inclosed  to  him  by  Mr. 
Edwards  to  be  laid  before  the  committee : 

"  New  York,  April  3, 1872. 

"Sir:  I  desire  to  correct  a  statement  made  by  me  before  your  com- 
mittee on  Monday  last.  I  stated  that  I  saw  General  Dyer,  Mr.  Samuel 
Remington,  Colonel  Treadwell,  and  Colonel  W.  C.  Squire  at  the  arsenal 
at  Frankford.  1  also  stated  that  the  only  parties  I  had  conversation 
with  were  Colonel  Treadwell  and  Mr.  Gill. 

"  I  was  about  one  hundred  yards  from  the  parties  when  I  saw  them, 
and  I  believe  that  the  party  I  saw  and  thought  to  i^e  Colonel  W.  C. 
Squire  was  Mr.  Smoot. 


"  Your  obedient  servant, 

"Hon.  H.  Hamlin, 

^^  Chairman  of  Committee^ 


"AMORY  EDWARDS. 


Washington,  April  4, 1872. 
C.  K.  Garrison's  examination  continued. 

By  the  Chair3IAN  : 

Q.  Have  you  thought  of  the  matter  as  to  who  purchased  those  ord- 
nance stores — the  artillery,  &c.  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Who  made  the  purchases  t — A.  Smith  &  Crosby. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  When  was  the  contract  made  by  Smith  &  Crosby  f 
The  Chairman.  That  appears  on  the  record.  They  were  made  on  pro- 
posals, and  the  record  shows  that  Smith  did  buy  them. 

The  Witness.  And  they  gave  a  letter  to  General  Dyer,  or  the  Depart- 
ment here,  transferring  them  to  me. 
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By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Did  Smith  &  Crosby  bny  for  Valentine  &  Billing f — A.  Yes,  sir; 
they  bought  for  those  parties,  but  they  were  not  able  to  pay. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  To  what  points  were  these  ordnance  stores  sentf    Where  did  they 
go  to  f — A.  They  went  to  Algiers. 
Q.  They  did  not  go  to  France  f — A.  Ko,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  That  was  in  June  and  July  f — A.  In  tTune,  July,  or  Augast.  They 
were  taken  out  of  the  steamer  and  shipped  by  sailing-vessel  because  tlie 
expense  was  very  much  less. 

I  desire  to  state  to  the  committee  that  there  is  a  gentleman  present 
"who  gave  some  testimony  in  regard  to  me.  and  who  says  he  is  willing 
and  desirous  to  be  called  to  correct  that  testimony. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Do  you  mean  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  He  shall  have  the  opportunity. 


Washington,  April  4, 1872. 
Charles  Adolphe,  Marquis  de  Chambrxtn,  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  You  may  now  make  any  corrections  you  wish  to  make. — A.  The 
corrections  are  in  regard  to  Mr.  Garrison.  Perhaps  I  left  on  the  mind 
of  the  committee  the  impression  that  I  thought  something  was  wrung 
in  that  matter  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Garrison.  That  was  not  my  idea  at 
all. 

Now,  wn'th  regard  to  his  being  Mr.  Tweed's  bail  I  read  it  in  the  papers, 
and  of  course  I  have  not  taken  the  trouble  to  ascertain  it.  He  says  it 
is  not  true,  and  1 4>elieve  him  perfectly  well.  That  came  in  incidentally 
in  regard  to  a  conversation  that  I  hatl  with  the  Secretary  of  War.  •  It 
was  only  what  I  read  in  the  papers ;  but  Mr.  Garrison  says  it  is  not  trne, 
and  certainly  1  believe  Mr.  Garrison. 

Mr.  Garrison  reminds  me  of  another  fact  which  I  have  ascertained 
precisely  myself  since  I  was  before  the  committee.  Mr.  Garrison  made 
a  proposition  to  the  French  government,  through  the  legation,  in  regard 
to  these  guns  and  artillery  and  ordnance  stores,  which  was  exceedingly 
fair.  I  find  it  recorded.  It  was  to  secure  him  a  certain  profit,  which 
was  limited,  and  very  limited  indeed,  and  then  he  would  have  carried 
out  the  contract  himself  in  his  own  name.  This  proposition,  on  account 
of  the  state  of  the  health  of  M.  Treilhard,  was  not  transmitted  to  the 
French  government,  but  in  that  matter  certainly  Mr.  Garrison  iierson- 
ally  acted  just  as  fairly  as  possible.  In  looking  into  that  matter  I  found 
the  proposition  which  I  have  not  to  state  here,  but  I  mention  the  fact 
to  show  that  in  that  matter  Mr.  Garrison  acted  like  a  very  influential 
business  man,  and  tried  to  save,  even  to  a  great  extent,  the  interest  of  the 
French  government. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 
Q.  There  was  another  discrepancy  between  Mr.  Garrison's  te^imony 
and  yours  with  regard  to  his  visit  to  M.  Treilhard. — A.  I  heard  at  the 
time  that  he  came,  but  after  looking  over  the  files  carefully  I  see  that  it 


SALE  OF  ARMS  BT  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT.       481 

was  not  Mr.  GarrisoD,  but  a  gentlemau  who  accompanied  General 
Ingalls,  a  Mr.  Patterson.  I  believe,  or  somebody  of  that  name.  It  is  so 
badly  written  that  I  could  not  make  it  out  very  well,  but  I  think  it  is  a 
name  like  Mr.  Patterson,  or  something  approaching  to  that. 

By  the  Chairhan  : 

Q.  It  was  not  Mr.  Garrison  I — ^A.  No.  I  heard  it  at  the  time,  but 
I  do  not  find  it  on  the  record,  and  I  find  another  name  which  might 
have  induced  me  to  think  it  was  Mr.  Garrison.  It  ends  in  s-o-n;  I  can- 
not make  it  out  perfiectly.  If  I  could  make  it  out  I  would  give  it  to  you 
at  once. 


WASHlNaTON,  April  4,  1872. 
BiTFUS  Inoaxls  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  CHAiRiyiAN : 

Q.  Did  you  have  occasion  to  see  the  French  legation  or  the  chwrgS 
^affaires  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Garrison! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Will  you  state  what  was  that  interview  which  you  had? — A.  Mr. 
Garrison  knew  that  I  was  either  in  Washington,  or  that  I  was  coming 
on  upon  my  own  business,  and  he  related  to  me  the  situation  he  was  in, 
and  said  that  he  was  involved  to  the  extent  of  a  good  many  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  dollars  in  a  matter  of  business  where  he  was  perfectly 
justifiable  himself,  and  he  wished  me  to  call  at  the  French  legation  to 
see  if  the  legation  could  possibly  do  anything  to  reconnect  him  with  the 
contract,  winch  I  understood  to  have  been  abrogated.  I  did  not  know 
where  the  office  of  the  legation  was,  and  on  my  way  trying  to  find  it  I 
came  across  an  old  friend  of  mine,  and  of  Mr.  Garrison  also,  Mr.  Carlisle 
Patterson. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Patterson  ? — A.  Mr.  Oarlisle  Patterson  is  in  the  Ooast 
Survey.  I  said  to  him,  "  I  have  an  errand  to  do  at  the  French  legation 
for  Mr.  Garrison,  and  as  you  are  a  friend  of  his  as  well  as  mine,  and  as 
I  do  not  know  the  minister,  I  should  like  very  much  to  have  you  call 
with  me."  He  said,  "Certainly;  we  are  not  very  far  from  the  place  now.'* 
We  went  in  and,  I  think,  he  presented  me  to  M.  Treilhard,  and  I  stated 
my  errand  in  the  fewest  and  simplest  terms  that  I  possibly  could.  It 
appeared  to  take  a  little  longer  to  convey  the  idea.  He  seemed  not  to 
comprehend  quickly  what  I  wanted,  or  else  recent  alTairs  had  made  it 
necessary  for  him  to  appear  not  to. 

Q.  Did  bespeak  English? — A.  Yes,  imperfectly.  I  explained  to  him 
precisely  what  I  wanted.  All  I  said  on  earth  was  to  ask  him  if  he  could 
do  anything  to  aid  Mr.  Garrison,  under  the  circumstances,  with  his  own 
government. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  What  was  his  reply! — A.  He  said  no,  he  could  not,  and  I  stepped 
out  with  Mr.  Patterson,  who  sat  by  my  side  during  this  whole  interview, 
and  went  to  the  Fourteenth  street  office,  and  telegraphed  pretty  much  in 
these  words:  "The  legation  decline  to  intervene.''  That  was  the  end 
of  it.  I  do  not  think  1  ever  saw  Mr.  Garrison  afterward  to  speak  of  it, 
because  I  telegraphed  him  the  result.    That  was  the  entire  thing. 

Q.  You  did  it  as  a  friendly  act  for  Mr.  Garrison  I — A.  Altogether. 

Q.  The  Marquis  de  Chambrun  testifies  in  relation  to  your  statement 

31  s  A 
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of  what  you  could  accomplish.  Have  you  looked  at  it  yourself! — A.  I 
have  looked  at  all  the  teatimouy  of  the  marquis,  and  since  he  has  made 
some  explanations  with  regard  to  Commodore  Garrison's  testimony,  ten 
to  one  he  will  make  the  same  in  regard  to  mine  when  he  finds  he  ha$ 
been  mistaken  for  the  last  year.  I  came  here  prepared  to  denounce  all 
his  statements  as  false  so  far  as  my  name  was  concerned,  and  I  wish  in 
an  unhesitating  manner  to  do  it. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  What  statements  ? — A.  All  the  statements  that  connect  my  name 
with  this  business. 

Q.  Will  you  give  us  those  statements! — A.  The  first  is  on  page  362 
of  the  testimony,  where  he  goes  on  to  state  positively  that  I  called  at 
the  legation  in  company  with  Mr.  C.  K.  Garrison.  That  is  already 
known  to  you  to  be  wrong,  to  say  the  least  of  it.  Mr.  Garrison  never 
called  there  with  me.  It  was  Mr.  Carlisle  Patterson  who  was  a  witness 
to  the'interview,  a  man  of  reputation,  and  who  can  be  called  before  you, 
if  you  choose,  to  verify  what  1  say. 

The  marquis  further  said  that  in  that  interview  the  influence  ap])eared 
to  be  so  great  that  some  batteries  were  subsequently  taken.  I  jndge 
from  the  testimony  that  he  means  that  Commodore  Garrison  and  myself 
had  that  influence,  by  having  this  personal  interview  with  the  French 
minister,  that  subsequently  certain  batteries  were  taken  in  consequence 
of  that  interview. 

Q.  What  is  the  language  you  refer  to!  Have  you  got  it  before 
you  f — A.  It  is  on  page  363  of  the  testimony : 

"  The  Witness.  I  will  ask  the  charge  d^afaires  whether  he  is  will- 
ing to  give  that  piece  of  evidence,  but  anyhow  there  is  my  point  about 
that  conversation.  After  that,  for  one  reason  or  another,  the  French 
government  has  complied  with  parts  of  the  conditions  of  that  contract 

"Q.  It  did  take  part  of  the  batteries! — A.  Part  of  them,  and  I  under- 
stand that  now  a  lawsuit  is  pending  in  New  York  in  relation  to  that  very 
contract ;  but  anyhow  the  batteries,  which  were  the  important  part  of 
the  contract,  have  been  sent  to  France;  the  wishes  of  Mr.  Garrison  and 
General  Ingalls  have  been  complied  with. 

"  Q.  How  do  you  know  what  General  Ingalls's  wishes  were  f — A.  Gen- 
eral Ingalls  coming  and  requesting  of  M.  Treilhard  to  do  one  thing ;  I 
suppose  I  have  some  reason  to  suspect  at  least." 

Q.  To  suspect  what! — A.  That  our  influence  induced  the  French 
government  to  take  certain  batteries,  which  he  says  were  subsequently 
taken.  I  desire  to  stat^.  here  that  in  our  interview  batteries  were  not 
mentioned  at  all,  and  the  committee  already  know  enough  to  know  that 
the  batteries  referred  to  were  taken  by  a  subsequent  agreement  which 
Commodore  Garrison  stated  yesterday  he  made  with  the  French  gov- 
ernment; so  that  in  no  way  could  our  influence  have  been  felt  to  that 
effect. 

Q.  Can  you  give  as  near  as  possible  the  conversation  that  took 
pla<'^  ! 

Mr.  AM£S.  Had  not  General  Ingalls  better  go  over  these  iioints  ff  he 
wishes  to  make  any  further  corrections  ! 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  Certainly. 

The  Witness.  The  first  is  that  I  called  with  C.  K.  Garrison,  which 
is  wrong.  The  next  is  the  inference  left  with  regard  to  our  influence 
inducing  the  French  government  to  take  the  batteries,  which  is  wnwig. 
The  next  is,  ho  says  positively  that  I  had  boasted  of  my  influence  with 
the  authorities  here,  which  i  pronounce  unqualifiedly  false.    He  gives 
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the  authority  of  Count  Portales,  whom  I  barely  know,  and  with  whom 
I  have  hardly  ever  spoken.  Count  Portales  may  have  told  him  so.  That 
I  do  not  pretend  to  deny.    But  he  states  that  I  have  done  this  thing. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  And  you  say  it  is  not  true! — A.  It  is  not  true. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Was  there  not  something  said  in  the  evidence  (I  have  not  read  it) 
about  a  dispat<;h  of  M.  Treilhard's  bearing  upon  that  point  I — A.  There 
was  in  the  marquis's  testimony.    He  says  M.  Treilhard  sent  a  dispatch. 

Q.  Here  it  is : 

"The  Witness.  M.  Treilbard  wrote  an  official  dispatch. 

"  Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  Did  be  tell  you  so ! — A.  I  have  it  at  home, 
and  I  can  bring  it  here.  M.  Treilhard  wrote 'an  official  dispatch  to  his 
government  relating  to  these  facts. 

"  Mr.  Harlan.  That  dispatch,  if  produced,  would  be  evidence. 

"  The  Witness.  I  cannot  produce  it,  for  the  reason  that  I  am  not 
authorized  to  do  so.  I  can  give  you  the  substance  of  it ;  I  have  it  here 
before  my  eyes,  but  I  cannot  put  it  in  evidence  here.  The  dispatch  was 
dated  February  28,  1871.  There  it  is  said,  '  Mr.  Garrison  is  a  wealthy 
man,  influential,  having  friends  near  the  President,  and  among  them 
General  Ingalls,  who  called  on  me,'  and  so  on." 

A.  You  see  the  idea  that  was  present  in  his  mind,  although  he  states 
this  morning  he  was  mistaken,  which,  undoubtedly,  he  was,  and  per- 
haps in  the  French  minister's,  when  he  wrote  that  dispatch,  was,  that 
C.  K.  Garrison  had  called  with  me.  I  rather  infer  from  that  that  they 
thought  so. 

Q.  Is  it  not  just  possible  that  when  the  names  were  mentioned  Mr. 
Patterson's  name  was  mistaken  for  Mr.  Garrison's  I — A.  It  is  immaterial 
altogether. 

Q.  I  merely  ask  the  question,  so  as  to  explain  the  mistake,  if  there 
was  a  mistake  about  it. — A.  That  is  very  true. 

Mr.  Ames.  I  understand  by  the  marquis's  testimony  this  morning, 
that  it  is  matter  of  record,  and  he  has  examined  the  records,  and  he 
finds  that  the  name  ended  in  ^^s-o-n,"  and  might  have  been  Garrison  or 
Patterson.  ' 

The  Chairman.  It  is  evidently  a  mistake  in  names. 

The  Witness.  And  those  little  mistakes  unfortunately  have  dragged 
me  before  you — ^the  little  mistakes  made  during  a  year  past  to  Senator 
Patterson  and  to  other  people. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  ScHURZ.)  Is  there  any  other  error  that  you  wish  to  cor- 
rect!— A.  Tes,  sir;  there  is  another  which  I  correct  in  the  same  lan- 
guage, and  as  unqualifiedly  as  that,  and  that  is,  that  it  was  known,  he 
said,  that  I  was  connected  with  the  Bemingtons,  which  is  positively 
false. 

Q.  Did  he  state  so! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  is  that  statement  in  the  testimony? — A.  He  gives  but  one 
authority  for  it  when  questioned,  and  that  is  Mr.  Dana,  of  the  Sun.  It 
will  be  found  on  page  368  of  his  testimony,  as  follows: 

"  By  Mr.  Ames  : 

"Q.  You  knew  nothing  personally  about  General  Ingalls? — A.  I 
have  never  seen  him  and  do  not  know  him. 

^^Q.  And  still  yon  made  that  statement  to  the  Secretary  of  War 
which  caused  him  to  reply, '  Put  in  charges  against  General  Ingalls  f ' — 
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A.  About  the  facts  relating  to  the  legation  I  am  positive.  You  know, 
Mr.  Senator,  there  are  two  sets  of  ideas  here  entirely  distinct  If  we 
speak  of  GenerHl  lugalls's  interference  on  the  part  of  Kemington,  I  say 
that  I  heard  a  great  deal  said  abont  him,  bnt  that  I  do  not  know,  and 
I  have  not  taken  any  trouble  to  substantiate  any  of  those  charges,  or 
rather  to  find  them  oat ;  my  time  is  otherwise  occupied.  Now  about 
the  Garrison  contiact,  that  is  the  point  I  spoke  about  to  the  Secretary 
of  War,  because  here  is  something  perfectly  substantiate4.  I  siJoke  of 
this  point,  the  Garrison  contract.  1  told  the  Secretary  of  War  what 
took  place  at  the  legation,  and  I  told  him  what  the  same  General  IngslU 
said  to  an  attach6,  the  name  of  whom  I  gave  to  General  Belknap. 

"  By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

"  Q.  Can  you  tell  us  the  name  of  anybody  who  spoke  about  General 
Ingalls  in  connection  with.the  Kemington  contracts  f — ^A.  There  are  so 
many  that  I  cannot  name  them  all. 

^'  Q.  Give  some. — ^A.  The  first,  I  think,  that  called  my  attention  to 
him  was  Mr.  Dana,  when  he  had  written  that  article  in  the  Sun  which 
I  spoke  of  yesterday .'' 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  say  you  had  no  connection  whatever  with  Bemington  T— A.  I 
state  positivebr  that  I  had  no  connection  whatever  with  Remington 
during  the  Franco-German  war. 

Q.  Now,  will  you  state,  as  nearly  as  you  can,  about  all  the  conversa- 
tion you  had  with  the  French  legation! — A.  After  being  introduced,  I 
said  that  I  had  come  there  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  G.  K.  Garrison,  having  no 
earthly  personal  interest  myself  in  the  matter,  and  that  I  had  called, 
with  my  friend,  to  do  an  errand.  I  then  went  on  to  remind  Mr.  Treil- 
hard  of  the  case.  I  supposed  he  had  known  something  of  it  I  said 
Mr.  Garrison  had  a  heavy  load  to  carry  by  the  breaking  off  of  the  en- 
gagement he  had  entered  into  with  some  Englishman  who  made  a  con- 
tact with  the  Gambetta  government  for  arms.  I  said  as  soon  as  the 
Gambetta  government  was  overthrown  it  appeared  the  succeeding  gov- 
ernment abrogated  the  contract  for  non-fulfillment  or  something  else, 
about  which  I  did  not  know.  Mr.  Garrison's  object  was  to  reconnect 
Having  a  vessel  laden  with  arms,  he  wanted,  in  some  way,  to  dispose  of 
them,  and  he  wanted  to  know,  in  a  few  words,  if  the  French  legation 
could  do  anything  for  him  or  not.  The  exact  words  I  made  use  of  I  do 
not  remember,  because  it  impressed  me  so  little  that  I  do  not  remember 
the  time.  I  have  been  to  the  telegraph-oflBce  and  tried  to  get  the  oper- 
ator to  hunt  up  my  dispatch,  so  as  to  fix  the  time. 

Q.  The  substance  of  Mr.  Treilhard's  reply  was  what  f — A.  The  sub- 
stance of  his  reply  was,  that  he  could  do  nothing. 

y.  And  that  you  communicated  to  Mr.  Garrison! — A.  That  I  com- 
municated to  Mr.  Garrison. 

Q.  And  that  is  all  you  had  to  do  with  it  I — ^A.  Nothing  more. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ: 

Q.  Was  anything  said  about  what  is  in  the  dispatch  as  to  Mr.  Gar- 
rison having  strong  friends  near  the  President,  among  others  Genentl 
Ingalls  ? — A.  It  would  have  spoiled  the  whole  ooject  of  my  mission  if  I 
had  said  it.  I  went  there  trying,  if  I  could,  to  do  something  for  Mr. 
Garrison.  The  idea  of  threatening  the  minister  with  influence  or 
authority  w  as  perfectly  absurd. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  Army  ofl&cer  or  Government  official  who  par- 
ticipated to  the  extent  of  one  cent  in  any  of  the  sales,  which  were  made, 
of  ordnance  stores! — A.  No,  sir,  I  do  not;  and,  farther,  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  one. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Who  were  present  at  the  interview  between  you  and  Patterson 
and  Treilhard  ! — A.  I  think  myself  that  Count  Portales  was.  Captain 
Patterson  and  I  spoke  about  it  after  we  went  out.  We  thought  that 
the  French  minister  appeared  to  be  embarrassed,  appeared  singular, 
and  1  said,  "  What  a  curious  sort  of  thing  this  is."  I  said  after  all, 
"Well,  Patterson,  situated  as  he  is,  with  the  change  of  governments  in 
France,  I  rather  think  I  should  act  in  the  same  way ;  if  I  was  in  his 
place  myself  I  would  not  say  anything." 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Patterson  participate  in  the  conversation  with  the 
charge  f — A.  Not  in  regard  to  business ;  he  may  have  passed  the  com- 
pliments of  the  day. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  You  saw  no  one  else  there  ! — A.  No  one  else  was  in  that  room. 

Q.  Was  any  one  else  in  the  adjacent  room! — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 
I  saw  one  or  two  persons  at  tables,  and  after  we  went  out  speaking  with 
Mr.  Patterson,  1  thought  Mr.  Holladay's  son-in-law.  Count  Portales, 
was  one — who  is  a  most  excellent  gentleman — ^and  it  is  as  likely  as  not 
that  he  may  have  misunderstood  me,  or  may  have  said  afterward  some- 
thing which  induced  this.  He  may  have  said,  "I  know  Ingalls  by 
report,  and  he  is  so  and  so."  I  am  not  going  to  be  responsible  for  that, 
of  course.  I  simply  say  that,  so  far  as  I  was  concerned,  the  whole  thing 
Is  false. 

By  Mr.  Schtjrz  : 

Q.  You  say  there  were  two  persons  at  the  table.  Did  you  know  tbo 
other  one  f — A.  There  may  have  been  two  or  three ;  I  think  I  saw  two. 
Then  there  was  a  partition,  with  a  door  perhaps  open.  We  sat  with 
our  backs  to  that.  There  may  have  been  other  persons  in  the  room.  It 
was  a  matter  of  very  trifling  im])ortanee  to  me. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  long  was  the  interview? — A.  I  should  say  not  to  exceed  from 
three  to  five  minutes. 

By  Mr.  SCHUBZ : 

Q.  Where  is  your  office  of  business  I — A.  My  office  of  business  is  in 
New  York  City,  comer  of  Houston  and  Greene  streets. 

Q.  Is  it  in  the  same  building  with  Colonel  Crispin's  office  t — A.  The 
same. 

Q.  Had  you  any  official  or  other  business  with  Colonel  Crispin,  which 
would  bring  to  your  knowledge  these  transactions  in  the  sale  of  arms, 
about  that  period  I — ^A.  No,  sir.  In  the  matters  relating  to  the  trans- 
portation of  public  property  we  are  sometimes  brought  in  contact  offi* 
cially ;  but  in  the  sale  of  these  arms  and  stores  the  transportation  was 
done  at  the  expense  of  the  Ordnance  Department,  and  my  Department 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Q.  Did  you  furnish  transportation  at  that  time  f — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  frequently  visit  his  office  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  very  rarely. 
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Q.  You  did  sometimes  f — A.  I  have  visited  his  office. 

Q.  During  that  period  f — A.  Very  rarely. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Remington  or  Mr.  Squire  ever  in  Colonel  Cris- 
pin's office  f — A.  I  never  did. 

Q.  Had  you  any  conversations  with  Colonel  Crispin  or  General  Dyer 
about  those  sales  of  arms  at  that  time  ? — A.  No,  sir.  I  may,  possibly,  have 
taken  a  stranger,  as  is  my  habit,  and  have  introduced  him,  and  stepped 
out ;  but  that  I  do  not  know  of ;  if  asked  I  should  say  I  did  that ;  farther 
than  that  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  strangers  you  introduced  there  about  that 
period  f — A.  I  do  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  you  speak  of  strangers,  you  mean  strangers  to  him,  bat  ac- 
quaintances of  yours  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  thing  has  occurred  to  me:  an 
officer  may  come  up  and  say,  "  I  would  like  you  to  introduce  me  to  the 
paymaster,"  he  wanting  his  pay ;  it  has  been  my  habit  to  do  that 

By  Mr.  SOHURZ : 

Q.  You  say  you  have  no  recollection  of  anybody  you  introduced  aboat 
that  time  1 — ^A.  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Did  you  see  General  Dyer  in  New  York  repeatedly  during  that 
period  t — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  that  I  saw  General  Dyer  in  New 
York  at  that  period.  I  heard  of  him  once  or  twice,  and  may  possibly 
have  met  him. 

Q.  Do  you  not  recollect  to  have  seen  him  in  New  York  in  December, 
1870 1 — A.  I  do  not ;  I  may  have  seen  him  ;  I  do  not  pretend  to  say 
that  I  did  not  see  him ;  he  and  I  were  very  well  acquainted ;  but  I  do 
not  remember  seeing  him  then. 

Q.  Did  you  sometimes  visit  him  here  in  Washington  at  his  office  daring 
that  period  I — A.  Very  rarely. 

Q.  But  you  did  sometimes  visit  him  f — A.  Sometimes. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversations  with  him  about  the  sales  of 
arms  T — A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  Can  you  not  remember  any  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  nave  you  any  personal  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Kemington  f — A.  I 
know  Samuel  Kemington. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  about  that  time  f — A.  I  do  not  recollect  to  have 
seen  him.  I  do  not  believe  I  saw  Samuel  Remington  during  the  Frauco- 
German  war. 

Q.  Have  you  an  acquaintance  with  Colonel  Squire  ? — A.  Barely. 

Q.  Did  you  meet  him  about  that  time  f — A.  I  met  him  two  or  three 
times. 

Q.  During  the  time  of  the  Franco-German  war! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  about  the  sales  of 
arms  f — A.  No,  sir;  nothing  except  ordinary  conversation  that  strangers 
meeting  would  have. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Squire  ever  solicit  your  assistance  in  anything  connected 
with  the  sales  of  arms  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  possess  or  control  any  of  the  stock,  or  bonds,  or 
scrip,  or  other  securities  or  papers,  of  the  Kemington  Arms  Company  t— 
A.  Some  came  into  my  hands  some  years  ago. 

Q.  When? — A.  It  must  have  been,  1  think,  in  1866. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  hold  them  ? — A.  It  was  held  until — I  have  for- 
gotten what  time,  but  until  a  year  and  a  half,  or  two  years  ago,  I  think. 

Q.  Did  you  possess  them  in  your  own  name  I — A.  I  do  not  know  that 
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It  came  jnto  my  hands  through  a  i^rivate  matter  in  1866, 1  think,  through 
another  gentleman. 

Q.  What  kind  of  security  was  it,  stock,  scrip,  or  bond  f — ^A.  I  do  not 
know.    I  think  it  was  the  stock  of  the  Eemiugton  Arms  Factory. 

Q.  To  what  amount!— A.  1  think,  $5,000. 

Q.  Was  that  all  f— A.  That  was  all. 

Q.  Did  you  possess  it  during  the  French-German  war? — ^A.  I  had  it 
previous  to  that  time.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  at  that  time  or  not. 
I  think  they  had  a  desire  to  take  it  up,  and  1  supposed  their  stock  would 
increase  most  likely.  I  did  not  know  it  was  good  for  anything  before. 
It  came  to  me  through  another  party,  and  an  offer  was  sent  to  me  for 
it,  which  I  accept-ed  at  once. 

Q.  Did  you  not  still  i>ossess  it  in  January,  1871  f — A.  I  do  not  remem- 
ber, but  I  think  not. 

Q.  Did  you  not  about  that  time  offer  that  stock  to  somebody? — A.  I 
never  offered  it  to  anybody. 

Q.  Or  inquire  at  what  rate  it  could  be  sold? — ^A.  I  asked  if  it  could 
be  sold. 

Q.  About  that  time? — ^A.  I  do  not  remember  the  time. 

Q.  Do  you  not  remember  when  you  disposed  of  it? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Have  you  any  record  of  that? — A.  1  do  not  believe  I  have;  it  was 
entirely  a  private  matter. 

Q.  Was  it  stock  in  the  market? — A.  I  do  not  know  but  that  it  was.  I 
simply  supposed  that  it  might  be  worth  something,  and  inquiry  was  made, 
and  an  offer  was  sent  to  me;  I  accepted  it  on  the  spot,  and.  had  nothing 
further  to  saj'  or  do  with  it. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  get  it? — A.  I  got  it  not  from  the  Remingtons. 
I  got  it  from  another  party  that  gave  it  to  me  as  a  private  transaction. 

Q.  Who  was  that? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  mention  it.  I 
have  no  objection  to  telling  it,  because  it  is  a  matter  I  had  nothing  to 
do  with.    It  did  not  come  to  me  from  the  Remingtons. 

Mr.  Ames.  I  suppose  it  is  not  material. 

Witness.  I  can  state  that  it  is  a  private  matter,  disconnected  with 
anything  that  concerns  this  inquiry  at  all. 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  I  will  drop  that  question.  Do  you  know  of  any  other 
Army  officer  holding  similar  stock  ? — A.  I  do  not,  of  my  own  knowl- 
edge. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  of  any? — A.  No;  I  have  not  heard. 
,  Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  Army  officer  holding  Remington  stock,  by 
report  or  rumor  ? — A.  I  cannot  say.    There  may  be  a  good  many,  for 
aught  I  know ;  but  I  would  not  hazard  a  statement. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  You  have  no  such  knowledge  ? — A.  None  whatever. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Could  you  say  what  you  have  heard  about  it  ? — A.  That  would  be 
utterly  unreliable. 

Q.  It  might  lead  to  an  inquiry. — A.  It  could  not  possibly  lead  to  any 
inquiry  that  would  touch  this  investigation,  because  what  I  speak  of  is 
a  matter  of  a  good  many  years  ago. 

Q.  It  could  in  so  far  as  it  would  lead  to  inquiry  whether  any  officers 
of  the  .Government  were  interested  in  the  Remington  Company  ? — A. 
That  I  do  not  know.  ^ 

Q.  Have  you  heard  anything  about  it  ? — A.  Mine  came  to  me  in  such 
a  way,  that  I  was  not  interested  in  the  thing  a  particle  more  than  I 
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woald  be  if  I  had  100  shares  of  Lake  Shore  to-day,  which,  if  I  coald 
sell  tomorrow  satisfactorily,  I  would  sell. 

Q.  Did  not  whatever  profit  arose  from  that  stock  come  to  you  while 
you  held  it  t — A.  Nothing  came  to  me.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  looked  at 
it.  The  stock  may  have  been  $5,000  par  value,  but  I  think  I  sold  it  for 
$3,000. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  sell  it  ? — A.  To  Mr.  Squire.  If  the  offer  had  been 
$2,000  or  $1,000, 1  probably  should  have  taken  it  just  the  sam^ 

Q.  You  say  that  no  dividend  was  paid  on  that  stock! — ^A.  Not  to 
my  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  you  never  receive  anv  profit  on  that  stock  at  all  f — ^A.  I  never 
did. 

Q.  Was  no  dividend  paid  npon  that  stock  at  all  during  the  time  yoa 
held  it  f — A.  I  do  not  know.  It  would  be  easy  to  find  out  by  questioning 
Squire. 

Q.  Did  you  never  hear  of  any  dividend  on  your  stock  f — ^A.  I  never 
did. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  know  you  never  received  anything  ? — ^A.  I  positively  did  not 

By  Mr.  ScHUBZ : 

Q.  Had  you  any  acquaintance  with  Thomas  Richardson  f — A.  I  do 
not  know  him.    1  never  saw  him  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Did  you  know  anything  of  his  buying  arms  of  the  Government! 
i— A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  And  you  say  you  did  not  furnish  any  means  of  transportation  at 
all !— A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  knowledge  of  Mr.  Garrison's  purchase^what 
figures  under  the  name  of  Mr.  Garrison,  at  that  time? — ^A.  I  did  not; 
I  did  not  know,  except  by  rumor,  how  he  was  interested. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Garrison  communicate  to  you  at  the  time  that  he  was 
interested  in  these  purchases  ? — A.  I  do  notremember  that  he  did.  If 
I  saw  him,  he  probably  would,  but  I  rarely  saw  him. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  at  all  during  that  period  ! — ^A.  I  think  it  veiy 
likely  that  I  did. 

Q.  And  you  think  it  likely  that  if  you  did,  it  was  also  likely  that  lie 
talked  to  you  about  it? — A.  He  may  have,  possibly,  but  I  did  not  know 
of  whom  he  was  making  the  purchases. 

Q.  That  is  not  what  I  am  asking  about.  I  asked  whether  you  knew 
about  his  being  interested  in  this  matter  at  all  at  the  time  when  be 
became  involved  in  it  ? — A.  I  knew  from  a  variety  of  circumstances.  I 
must  have  known,  because,  as  I  stated,  he  requested  me  to  go  to  the 
French  legation. 

Q.  Did  he  inform  you  of  his  difficulties  at  the  time  when  the  French 
government  broke  off  the  cou tract? — ^A.  About  that  time.  It  mnst 
have  been  about  that  time  that  I  had  the  interview. 

Q.  When  was  that? — A.  That  I  do  not  know.  I  suppose  it  could  not 
have  been  far  from  the  1st  of  March. 

Q.  Was  it  not  in  February  ? — A.  Possibly. 

Q.  Did  you  become  acquainted  with  the  terms  of  the  contract  under 
which  he  acted — the  contract  between  the  parties  who  sold  out  to  Mr. 
Garrison  and  the  French  government? — A.  Nothing  further  than  tbat 
he  was  to  take  it  up  and  carry  it  through  for  $100,000.  That  I  heard 
itt.  general  terms.  The  details  of  the  thing  I  did  not  know,  and  I  never 
heard  the  contract  read  until  yesterday. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  there  was  a  contract  with  the  French  govern- 
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meat  T — ^A.  Nothing  more  than  common  report.  I  am  satisfied  of  it^ 
however. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Garrison  acqnaint  yon  at  that  time  with  the  general 
bearings  of  that  contract  and  how  he  came  to  be  interested  in  it  ? — A. 
No ;  I  do  not  think  that  he  did.  I  think  he  became  interested  the  same 
as  an}'  one  else  would,  as  a  matter  of  business  profit. 

Q.  Did  he  acquaint  you  with  the  general  fact  that  he  was  acting 
onder  a  contract  with  the  French  government  that  had  come  to  liim 
from  somebody  else  ! — A.  I  do  not  know  that  he  acquainted  me  with  it. 
I  say  1  knew  it;  I  knew  it  from  common  report;  he  may  have  said  it 
and  he  may  not. 

Q.  But  you  say  you  knew  it  at  that  time  I — A.  1  was  well  satisfied 
of  it 

Q.  Did  you  give  the  War  Department  any  information  about  that 
circumstance  about  that  time  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the  ruling  of  the  War  Department,  that 
DO  arms  should  be  sold  to  any  agent  of  the  French  government  f — ^A. 
That  I  cannot  say.  The  only  thing  I  recollect  about  the  matter  is  that 
I  made  a  recommendation  myself,  and  I  think  General  McDowell  re- 
peated it,  as  prices  were  ruling  so  high  in  consequence  of  the  demand 
from  other  nations,  as  well  as  the  belligerents,  for  arms,  clothing,  &c., 
that  it  was  a  very  good  time  for  the  Government  to  get  rid  of  ail  its 
stores.  We  had  an  immense  quantity  in  the  Quartermaster's  Depart- 
ment which  we  wanted  to  get  rid  of,  and  I  made  a  general  recommenda- 
tiou  that  they  should  be  sold,  of  course  without  regard  to  the  agents  of 
Buy  government. 

Q.  Had  you  never  heard,  then,  of  the  ruling  of  the  War  Department 
that  no  arms  or  ordnance  stores  should  be  sold  to  an  agent  of  the  bel- 
ligerent governments? — A.  No;  I  think  that  must  have  come  to  me 
later. 

Q.  Why  do  you  think  so  t — A.  For  the  reason  that  I  had  nothing  to 
do  with  it,  and  paid  no  attention  to  it.  It  is  possible  I  may  have  heard 
it,  bat  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  matter  of  general  notoriety  about  that  time  that  the 
Eemingtons  were  excluded  on  that  ground ! — A.  I  did  not  know.  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Bemiugtons,  and  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
sale  of  arms. 

Q.  When  yon  heard  of  Mr.  Garrison  acting  under  a  contract  with  the 
French  government,  did  you  not  think  it  your  duty  to  inform  the  War 
Department  about  it! — A.  If  I  had  been  remarkably  officious,  perhaps 
I  might  have  done  so ;  but  my  information  did  not  appear  to  be  of  such 
a  character,  or  so  exclusive,  as  to  make  it  at  all  necessary. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Was  there  anything  in  the  line  of  your  duty  that  required  it  of 
you! — A.  Nothing.  The  Secretary  of  War  probably  would  have  con- 
sidered me  impertinent  if  I  had  done  it. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  They  had  the  same  means  of  getting  information  that  you  had, 
had  they  not? — ^A.  Supi)osed  to  have  better,  because  I  was  in  the  Quar- 
termaster's Department;  1  had  nothing  to  do  with  this.  Here  were  ord- 
nance officers  whose  duty,  if  anybody's,  it  was  to  guard  against  any- 
thing improper  in  that  line,  so  that  the  chances  are  I  did  not  think  of  it 
at  all. 
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By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Garrison  consult  you  concerning  a  certain  margin  he  had 
to  put  down  for  a  lot  of  Enfield  rifles,  which  margin  he  wanted  to  have 
refunded  by  the  War  Department  ? — A.  I  think  that  he  did.  I  think 
he  mentioned  it. 

Q.  Did  you  give  him  any  advice  upon  the  matter  f — A.  I  did  not.  I 
told  him,  probably,  the  same  as  I  should  tell  anybody  else,  that  if  there 
was  any  thing  I  could  do  properly,  I  would.  It  is  barely  possible  that 
I  may  have  t^ld  him  so. 

Q.  That  anything  you  could  do  to  have  the  margin  refuuded,5.you 
would? — A.  Yes. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Did  you  do  anything  in  relation  to  it! — ^A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ: 

Q.  When  you  were  in  Washington  did  you  attend  to  that  matter,  or 
did  you  have  any  conversation  with  anybody  at  the  War  Department 
about  it  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  you  never  had  a  conversation  at  the  War  Departr 
ment  about  that  matter  f — A.  1  do  not  think  1  had,  at  the  War  Depart- 
ment. 

Q.  Or  with  anybody  connected  with  the  War  Department ! — A.  It  is 
possible  I  may  have  mentioned  the  matter  to  Crispin ;  but  if  I  did,  I 
found  that  he  had  already  given  his  recommendation,  and  I  went  no 
further.  When  Mr.  Garrison  mentioned  the  matter  to  me,  he  had  already 
made  his  official  application  for  the  return  of  the  money,  as  I  understood, 
and  I  understood  also  that  it  was  indorsed  by  the  Ordnance  Department, 
and  I  paid  no  further  attention  to  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  speak  to  Greneral  Dyer  about  it! — A.  Not  to  my 
recollection.  ' 

Q.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  you  did  not  f— 7A.  It  is  barely  possible  I 
may  have  mentioned  it. 

Q.  Did  you  speak  to  Colonel  Ben^t  about  it! — A.  I  am  quite  sure  1 
never  did. 

Q.  Did  you  speak  to  the  Secretary  of  War  about  it  f — A.  I  am  very 
sure  I  never  did ;  quite  positive  that  I  never  did. 

Q.  .Did  Mr.  Garrison  ever  offer  you  a  valuable  consideration,,  if  you 
would  set  that  matter  right  for  him  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  not  a  penny. 

By  the  Chairman  :  • 

Q.  For  that  or  any  other  service  f — A.  No,  sir ;  for  none. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  anything  to  do  in  the  purchase  of  arms  as  a 
middleman,  between  the  purchaser  and  the  Ordnance  Bureau  f— A. 
No,  sir;  nothing. 

Q.  In  no  instance  I — A.  In  no  instance. 

Q.  I  asked  you  whether  you  knew  of  any  other  officers  of  the  Army 
who  held  stock  in  the  Remington  company.  Will  you  give  an  answer 
to  that  question ! — A.  I  state  positively  that  I  do  not. 

Q.  Was  there  any  rumor  that  other  Army  officers  held  such  stock!— 
A.  That  I  would  not  testify  to. 

Q.  You  can  testify  whether  there  was  such  a  rumor  ! — A.  I  cannot 
say  that,  because  my  recollection  about  it  is  so  dim.  I  hear  so  many 
rumors  daily  that  it  would  be  worthless  and  profitless  for  me  to  repeat 
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tbeni,  and  I  would  not  mention  the  name  of  an  officer  of  the  Army  in 
that  connection.    The  thing  is  so  dim  that  1  cannot. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  the  reason  why  the  margin 
was  returned  to  Mr.  Garrison  f — A.  I  do  not  know  the  reason  why,  ex- 
cept that  perhaps  the  Government  had  given  no  consideration;  that 
there  had  been  no  opportunity  for  the  Government  to  sell  the  arms  in, 
in  the  mean  time.  The  Government  had  sustained  no  detriment,  and 
there  was  no  equivalent  given  for  the  money.  Whatever  I  heard  about 
it,  I  understood  there  was  no  equivalent. 

Q.  Do  you  or  not  recollect  that  it  was  because  the  Government  failed 
on  its  part  to  deliver  the  arms  within  the  time  specified  ? — ^A.  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  these  transactions.  I  am  aware  that  the  season  was 
exceedingly  inclement,  and  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  difficulty 
about  that:  but  that  the  Government  did  fail  to  comply  with  its  en- 
gagements^ I  do  not  know. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  know  that  the  Government  had  given  no  con- 
sideration, and  had  had  no  opportunity  to  sell  the  arms  to  anybody 
else ! — A.  If  I  knew  that  at  all,  I  must  have  heard  it. 

Q.  You  have  just  testified  that  you  did. — A.  No,  not  positively.  I 
said,  if  I  learned  it,  I  must  have  heard  it  in  the  Army  building  in  New 
York,  where  all  our  officers  are. 

Q.  What  officers  ? — A.  All  the  Array  officers  in  the  city  of  New  York 
are  in  the  Army  building,  corner  of  Houston  and  Greene  streets. 

Q.  Did  you  have  frequent  interviews  with  the  officers  of  the  Ordnance 
Bureau  when  such  matters  were  discussed  f — A.  I  did  not.  It  is  a  very 
rare  thing  that  I  ever  visit  the  ordnance  office,  probably  not  more  than 
two  pr  three  times  a  year. 

Q.  Did  you  have  interviews  where  those  things  were  discussed  f-^A. 
No,  sir. 

Q.  If  you  had  no  interviews  when  those  things  were  discussed,  how 
could  you  know  from  the  Army  officers  around  there  that  such  were  the 
reasons  why  the  margin  should  be  returned  ! — A.  It  is  as  probable  as 
not  that  I  conversed  about  the  matter,  as  we  do  about  a  great  variety 
of  things,  and  I  may  have  gotten  that  impression.  I  do  not  know  that 
those  wer^  the  reasons,  but  I  judge  that  they  were. 

Q.  If  you  did  converse  about  these  matters,  with  whom  did  you  con- 
verse there ;  who  is  there  of  authority  that  could  give  any  explanation 
about  these  things  f — A.  So  far  as  the  ordnance  was  concerned,  Colonel 
Crispin.    I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  other  ordnance  officer  there. 

Q.  Would  it,  then,  have  been  Colonel  Crispin  with  whom  you  had  any 
conversation  about  that  subject  f — A.  Probably,  if  I  learned  anything 
definite  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Bat  you  do  not  remember  that  you  did  leam  anything  definite, 
and  do  not  remember  ha\ing  talked  with  Crispin  about  it  f — A.  I  proba- 
bly did  make  the  inquiry,  and  I  say  that  I  learned  that  the  application 
had  already  been  made,  and  that  the  Ordnance  Department  had  made 
the  recommendation  already  when  Mr.  Garrison  spoke  to  me  upon  the 
subject. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 
Q.  Did  you  recommend  to  Colonel  Crispin  that  for  such  and  such 
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reasons  the  margin  should  be  retnmed  f — ^A.  No,  sir.    It  is  very  likely 
that  I  may  have  given  my  opinion  that  it  should  be. 

Q.  Did  you  not  testify  just  now  that  you  offered  to  Mr.  Garrison  that 
if  you  could  do  anything  for  him  in  that  matter  you  would  do  itt— A. 
Undoubtedly,  anything  that  I  could  do  proi>erly.  I  am  free  to  say  that 
if  I  had  been  consulted  at  the  time,  or  if  I  had  chosen  to  speak  to  the 
Secretary  of  War,  who  had  the  doing  of  the  thing,  I  certainly  should 
have  recommended  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Kow  suppose  this  state  of  facts  had  been  communicated  to  yoo. 
that  Mr.  Garrison  had  agreed  to  purchase  from  the  Government  a  cer- 
tain quantity  of  arms  at  a  certain  time,  put  up  his  margin,  and  the  Got- 
ernment  failed  to  comply  with  its  terms  as  to  the  delivery,  would  you 
not  have  believed  he  had  an  equitable  case  for  the  return  of  the  mar- 
gin f — A.  I  did  believe  it  from  what  I  knew,  not  knowing  all  the  points 
about  the  matter.  I  believed  myself  that  it  was  a  matter  of  equity;  that 
the  Government  had  given  no  equivalent ;  and  I  presume  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  who  must  have  given  the  order,  came  to  the  same  con- 
clusion.   That  I  do  not  know,  however. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  trouble  to  study  the  points  in  the  matter  f— A. 
I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Garrison  acquaint  you  with  all  the  points  in  that  business! 
— A.  Ko,  sir;  nothing  more  than  that  he  had  this  money  due  from  the 
Government. 

Q.  Did  you  say  to  him  that  you  would  do  anything  you  could  do  for 
him,  without  being  acquainted  with  the  merits  of  the  case? — A.  Very 
likely.  I  should  be  very  apt  to  say  the  same  thing  to  you  if  yoa 
came  to  me  as  a  friend. 

Q.  Would  you  say  it  to  anybody  without  being  convinced  that  the 
case  was  such  as  to  entitle  the  man  to  the  refunding  of  such  a  margin, 
that  you  would  do  what  you  could  f — ^A.  What  I  would  do  would  depend 
altogether  upon  the  merits  of  the  case ;  but  what  I  might  say  at  first 
on  being  asked  would  be  a  very  different  thing.  I  would  say  to  any 
friend  of  mine  entitled  to  my  consideration,  at  once,  "  Anything  I  can 
do  properly  to  assist  you  I  will  do.''  It  is  for  him  then  to  goon,  and  for 
me  to  discover  whether  I  can  do  anything  properly. 

Q.  Did  he  not  do  so  ?  Did  he  not  acquaint  you  with  the  points  in 
the  case! — A.  Nothing  further,  1  think,  than  the  mere  fact.  I  do  not 
suppose  there  was  much  else  in  it. 

Q.  Then  did  you  occasionally  put  in  a  good  word  for  him,  where  yoo 
could  ! — A.  I  do  not  recollect.  I  made  the  inquiry,  I  have  no  doubt, 
and  found  that  his  application  had  already  been  forwarded  and  ap- 
proved. 

Q.  You  made  inquiry  f — A.  I  have  no  doubt  I  did. 

Q.  Where  did  you  do  that ! — A.  In  New  York,  I  think. 

Q.  At  Colonel  Crispin's  ? — A.  At  Colonel  Crispin's. 

Q.  And  ou  that  occasion  you  had  a  conversation  with  Colonel  Crispin 
about  it  ? — A.  I  simply  then  learned  the  fact,  I  think. 

Q.  What  fact  I— A.  The  fact  that  he  had  already  made  his  appUea- 
tion,  and  that  it  had  been  forwarded. 

Q.  Did  you  learn  the  points  upon  which  that  application  was  based!— 
A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you,  when  you  were  here  in  Washington,  ever  have  any  con- 
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versatioB  about  that  matter  with  anybody  that  you  thought  could  exer- 
cise an  influence  upon  it  f — ^A.  I  believe  I  did. 

Q.  So  you  say  your  conversations  about  that  matter  were  entirely 
confined  to  Cc^onel  Crispin  T — A.  I  think  so ;  I  may  have  spoken  to 
others,  possibly. 

Q.  Spoken  of  it  here  f — A.  I  may  have  spoken  of  it  here ;  I  was  here 
very  often  ;  but  I  could  not  testify  to  it. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever,  here  in  Washington,  go  to  any  official  for  the  pur- 
pose of  holding  communication  with  him  to  produce  an  influence  upon 
that  subject  f — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  converse  incidentally,  without  having  gone  to  him  for 
that  purpose,  with  anybody  heref — A.  That  is  what  I  do  not  remember, 
aud  cannot  testify  to. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  The  question  the  general  puts  to  you,  and  what  I  want  to  call  your 
attention  to,  is,  whether  you  incidentally  held  conversations  with  these 
men  for  the  purpose  and  with  the  intention  of  exercising  an  influence  ? — 
A.  Certainly  not. 


Washington,  April  4, 1872. 
William  B.  Franklin  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  sale  of  Navy  Bemington  rifles 
to  a  firm  in  Baltimore,  Poultney  &  Trimble  f — ^A.  I  know  that  there 
was  such  a  sale  made  by  the  Navy  Department  some  time  in  the  winter 
of  187(K-'71,  and  I  knew  from  Mr.  Poultney,  I  think,  what  the  condi- 
tions of  the  sale  were.  Mr.  Poultney  was  the  middleman  between  the 
Navy  Department  and  the  Remingtons,  and  he  was  to  pay  the  Navy 
Department  enough  money  to  enable  that  Department  to  get  12,000 
guns  made,  instead  of  10,000,  which  they  were  then  getting  made.  Then 
there  was  some  other  business  connected  with  the  producing  of  the  arms 
by  the  Springfield  armory,  which  Mr.  Poultney  conducted  in  his  own 
name,  and  the  arms  were  turned  over  to  him,  and,  1  presume,  without 
knowing  that  they  were  then  turned  over  to  the  Eemingtons. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  to  have  heard  anything  from  Mr.  Poultney 
about  the  nature  of  his  relations  to  the  Eemingtons  at  that  time,  in  a 
business  point  of  view  f — A.  As  I  understood,  Mr.  Poultney  was  to  pay 
to  the  United  States  a  certain  sum  for  these  arms,  and  Mr.  Remington 
was  to  pay  him  a  certain  other  sum  for  them,  and,  as  I  understood  it, 
the  difference  between  the  two  sums  belonged  to  Mr.  Poultney,  as  a 
business  transaction. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  This  you  understood  from  Mr.  Poultney  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  circumstances  connected  with  the  manufacture  of 
those  Remington  rifles  I — A.  I  do  not.  Ido  not  know  the  circumstances 
you  refer  to.    I  know,  probably,  that  they  were  manufactured.    I  was  at 
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the  armory  several  times.    I  knew  at  the  time  that  they  were  bein 
manufactured  for  the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  When  were  you  at  the  armory  f — A.  I  was  there  several  times  dur- 
ing 1870 ;  1  cannot  tell  you  the  precise  number  of  times ;  but,  perhaps, 
1  was  there  once  a  month,  on  business  connected  with  my  own  comimny 
in  Hartford,  and  I  knew  they  were  then  getting  made  10,000  arms  for 
the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  Was  that  in  1870  or  1871  f— A.  1870. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Your  place  of  business  was  then  in  Hartford  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Had  your  company  anything  to  do  with  the  repairing  or  finishing 
of  any  of  those  armsi — A.  We  had  not. 

Q.  Are  you  conversant  with  any  other  circumstance  connected  with 
that  transaction  f — A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  am.  I  only  know  these 
facts  that  I  tell  you— that  a  certain  sum  was  paid  to  the  Department  aud 
a  certain  sum  received  by  Mr.  Poultney. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  That  you  got  from  Mr.  Poultney  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  Perhaps  if  yon 
were  to  indicate  just  what  you  want,  I  might  tell  you. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ: 

Q.  Did  you  hear  the  name  of  a  Mr,  Markley  mentioned  in  connection 
with  that  matter  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  How  was  his  name  connected  with  it! — A.  I  was  informed  by  Mr. 
Poultney  that  he  gave  Mr.  Markley  $10,000  to  arrange  the  business  with 
the  Navy  Department. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Markley ;  what  is  his  business? — ^A.  1  do  not  know. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Where  does  Markley  reside  ? — ^A.  At  Camden,  New  Jersey. 

Q.  You  say  Mr.  Poultney  told  you  that  Mr.  Markley  got  $10,000  to 
transact  the  business  here  for  him  with  the  Navy  Department? — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Poultney  tell  you  in  particular  what  Mr.  Markley  got  that 
$10,000  for ;  what  special  performances  were  expected  of  him? — ^A.  No, 
he  did  not. 

Q.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  a  transaction  concerning  Gatling 
guns  about  that  time! — A.  Yes. 

^.  What  was  it? — A.  Either  Mr.  Remington  or  his  agent,  in  Decem- 
ber, 1870,  had  an  interview  with  me  in  New  York,  and  told  me  that  the 
Government  had  certain  Gatling  guns  which  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  get. 
The  Colt's  Company,  our  company,  was  the  manufacturer  of  those  guns. 
I,  of  course,  was  interested  in  his  getting  them. 

By  Mr.  Ames: 

Q.  Your  company  does  not  already  appear.  State  it. — A.  I  am  the 
vice-president  and  general  agent  of  the  Colts  Arms  Manufacturing 
Company,  Hartford,  Connecticut. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Proceed  with  your  statement  as  to  the  Gatling  guns. — ^A.  I  had 
an  interview  either  with  Mr.  Remington  or  his  agent ;  the  agent  may 
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Jiave  been  Mr.  Siiioot  or  Mr.  Squire,  I  do  not  know  which,  but  I  saw  all 
three  of  them  in  New  York  off  and  on  in  December,  1870.  I  only  know 
I  did  have  a  talk  with  one  or  more  of  them  on  that  subject.  The  mat- 
ter becomes  complicated  here  because  the  Colts  Company  manufactures 
those  guns  for  the  Catling  Gun  Company,  and  the  Gatling  Gun  Company 
are  the  people  who  are  known  to  the  world  as  the  sellers  of  those  guns. 
We  are  merely  the  manufacturers. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Where  is  their  place  of  business  f — A.  In  Indianapolis,  Indiana. 
I  received  a  letter  from  the  Gatling  Gun  Company  shortly  after  that, 
telling  me  that  it  was  likely  that  the  United  States  would  transfer  to 
us  (the  Colts  Company)  a  certain  number  of  Gatling  guns  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  the  Colts  Company  was  to  make  for  the  United  States 
just  as  many  guns  of  a  better  quality.  The  guns  that  the  United  States 
had  were  six-barrel  Gatling  guns.  The  guns  that  we  were  to  turn  back 
to  the  United  States  were  ten-barrel  Gatling  guns,  so  that  in  that  way  the 
United  States  got  a  better  finished  gun  and  one  better  in  all  respects 
than  the  gun  which  they  turned  over  to  us.  The  consequence  of  all 
this  was  that  nine  of  these  guns  were  turned  over  to  us  from  the  Water- 
vliet  arsenal ;  that  as  soon  as  they  arrived  we  received  instructions  from 
the  Messrs.  Eemington  to  put  them  in  good  order,  and  alter  them  and 
put  upon  them  such  improvements  as  had  been  made  in  the  guns  since 
these  were  purchased  by  the  United  States.  We  made  tflese  alterations 
and  improvements,  sent  the  bill  in  to  the  Messrs.  Remington,  and  it  was 
paid  by  them,  and  the  guns  waited  their  order  at  Colts'  factory,  and 
were  finally  turned  over  to  them  in  obedience  to  their  orders. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ: 

Q.  The  Eemingtons  made  that  proposition  to  you,  as  I  understand, 
either  by  themselves  or  their  agents  ! — A.  Yes ;  informed  me  that  such 
a  thing  could  probably  be  done. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversations  or  correspondence  with  anybody 
in  the  Ordnance  Department  about  it  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  With  whom  ! — A.  I  had  direct  correspondence  with  General  Dyer 
on  the  subject.  I  cannot  say  from  whom  the  proposition  came,  but  it 
was  an  understood  thing  between  the  Ordnance  Department  and  our 
company  that  these  nine  guns  were  to  be  turned  over  to  us  and  that  we 
were  to  turn  over  nine  of  a  better  quality. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  you,  in  your  correspondence  with  Gen- 
eral Dyer,  mentioned  the  fact  that  the  proposition  had  been  made  to 
you  by  the  Remingtons! — A.  I  did  not  mention  the  fact. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  personal  conversation  with  Dj^er  or  Crispin 
about  it  f — A.  I  think  it  was  generally  understood  by  anybody  that*  I 
had  any  business  connection  with  in  regard  to  this  matter,  that  the^ 
Remingtons  were  the  people  to  whom  the  guns  were  to  be  delivered. 

Q.  What  makes  you  believe  that  it  was  understood ;  was  it  mentioned 
in  conversation  f — A.  I  cannot  say  the  precise  words.  One  reason  was 
the  fact  that  it  never  occurred  to  me  that  there  was  any  doubt  about 
iny  having  to  deal  with  the  Bemingtons  in  the  matter.  The  bills'  were 
made  out  in  their  name,  the  guns  were  sent  to  them,  and  there  were 
carriages,  which  were  left  at  Watervliet  at  the  time,  which  were  sent 
down  to  New  York  to  their  address,  as  I  have  understood;  I  do  not 
know  that,  however. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  When  were  those  guns  sent  to  them  f — A.  Those  guns  were  sent  to 
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UB  some  time  about  the  beginning  of  the  year  1371 ;  within  ten  days  of 
that  time. 

Q.  When  were  they  sent  to  the  Remingtons  f — ^A.  They  were  seot 
from  our  factory  about  the  20th  of  January,  1871. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  And  you  think  the  gun-carriages  were  sent  to  them  about  tiie 
same  time  f — A.  About  the  same  time,  from  the  WatervUet  arsenal. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  To  whom  were  the  carriages  sent  f — A-  I  do  not  know.  I  know 
there  were  carriages  sent  down.  When  we  got  the  guns  we  were  also 
entitled  to  have  the  carriages;  that  was  part  of  the  understanding; 
but  we  only  took  the  guns  to  our  factory  because  they  were  the  only 
things  thal^were  to  be  altered,  leaving  the  carriages  at  the  Waterrliet 
arsenal. 

Q.  Between  whom  did  you  understand  that  this  arrangement  was 
made  ? — A.  I  understand  that  the  arrangement  in  the  beginning  was 
made  between  the  Colts  Company  and  the  Gatling  Gun  Company. 

Q.  Who  reached  the  Government  in  the  arrangement! — A.  The 
Colts  Company  reached  the  Government  in  the  matter. 

Q.  In  what  way  f — A.  By  making  an  arrangement  by  which  we  were 
to  turn  over  tQ  the  Government  nine  better  guns  than  those  we 
received. 

Q.  Did  the  Government  deal  with  anybody  but  the  Colts  Company!— 
A.  I  do  not  think  it  did. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  did  not  notify  the  Ordnance  Bureau  that  they  were  to  go  to 
the  Eemiugtous,  as  I  understood  you! — A.  No. 

By  Mr.  ScHUBZ : 

Q.  Have  you  any  copy  of  that  correspondence  which  passed  between 
you  and  the  Ordnance  Bureau! — ^A.  I  presume  the  correspondence  is 
on  file  in  our  office.    I  have  taken  no  copy. 

Q.  Can  you  furnish  us  copies  of  that  corresiwndence! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  that  gun-carriages  were  to  be  sent  down  from  Watenrliet 
arsenal  to  New  York,  and  you  presume  addressed  to  the  Bemingtons!— 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  correspondence  with  the  Watervliet  arsenal 
about  that  matter! — A.  My  impression  is  that  I  did  not  about  the 
carriages. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  those  guns  were  .sent  from  Watervliet  to  the 
Bemingtons  ! — A.  I  say  my  impression  is  that  the  carriages  were;  bat 
I  do  not  know.  I  only  know  that  the  guns  were  sent  firom  us  to  the 
Bemingtons  in  New  York;  and  the  carriages  must  have  met  them 
somewhere,  because  the  guns  and  carriages  left  the  country  together. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Had  you  any  correspondence  with  the  officers  at  the  Watervliet 
arsenal  about  sending  those  carriages  to  meet  the  guns! — ^A.  I  cannot 
recollect  whether  I  had  or  not. 

Q.  Can  yon  find  out ! — A.  I  can  find  out. 

Q.  If  you  do  find  out,  will  you  be  kind  enough  to  furnish  it ! — ^A- 1  will 
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add  to  the  other  correspoudence;  but  I  am  under  the  impression  that  I 
had  none. 

Q.  If  you  had  any,  was  your  correspondence  with  the  Ordnance  Bureau 
snch  that  there  wa^  no  mention  made  in  it  about  the  delivery  of  the 
guns  or  the  carriages  at  all  ! — A.  As  soon  as  those  guns  from  Water- 
vliet  got  to  our  factory,  they,  as  we  understood  it,  were  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  Remingtons ;  they  belonged  to  the  Eemingtons. 

Q.  Then  already  I — A.  Then  alreiuly ;  and  we  received  orders  as  to 
the  disposition  of  those  guns  from  the  Eemingtons  and  from  nobody 
else. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  say  that  the  Colts  Company  dealt  with  the  Government 
alone  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  the  Colt's  Company  were  dealing  on  behalf  of  the  Reming- 
tons, were  they  ! — A.  No,  except  thus  far 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  just  as  soon  as  the  Government  sent 
these  guns  to  Colt's  Company  they  were  in  Remingtons'  possession. 
How  was  it? — A.  There  is  another  point  comes  in  there.  There  were 
$14,400  deposited  in  the  city  of  New  York,  by  somebody,  in  the  hands 
of  Colonel  Crispin,  before  these  guns  were  allowed  to  come  to  us,  and 
that  $14,400  we  were  to  receive  when  we  had  put  back  into  the  hands| 
of  the  United  States  these  other  nine  guns.  These  nine  guns  that  were 
got  from  Watervliet  came  to  us  without  any  instructions  from  anybody  ; 
but  1  knew  j>erfectly  well,  all  the  time,  that  they  were  to  go  to  the  Rem- 
ingtons, although  there  may  have  been  no  mention  made  in  the  corres- 
pondence of  it.  I  knew  very  well  that  everybody  I  dealt  with  knew 
that,  too.  As  soon  as  these  nine  guns  came  to  our  factory  we  received 
instructions  from  the  Remingtons"  with  regard  to  them,  and  from  no- 
body else,  and  the  guns  were  disposed  of  according  to  their  instructions. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  say,  then,  that  about  the  delivery  of  the  guns  you  did  not  re- 
ceive any  instructions  from  the  Ordnance  Bureau  at  all,  but  received 
your  instructions  directly  from  the  Remingtons  f  -A.  That  is  my  im- 
pression. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Delivery  of  what  guns? — A.  These  nine  guns  that  we  got  from 
Watervliet. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  I  understand  you,  then,  that  from  the  Watervliet  arsenal  you  re- 
ceived the  barrels  of  the  guns  with  the  cartridges! — A,  The  gun  is 
bomething  like  a  field-gun,  and  the  carnage  is  an  ordinary  field-carriage. 
We  received  the  guns  and  the  limber-boxes  from  Watervliet.  The 
remainder  of  the  carriage,  the  four  wheels  and  the  trail,  remained  at 
Watervliet  until  the  guns  were  ready,  and  then  the  whole  concern  was 
sent  to  New  York. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  What  particular  officer  conducted  that  trade  between  the  Colt 
Company  and  the  Government ;  yourself  on  one  side,  and  who  on  the 
other! — A.  General  Dyer  on  the  other.  I  wrote  a  letter  to  General 
Dyer  making  the  offer. 

Q.  It  was  by  correspondence  ! — A.  By  correspondence. 

32  s  A 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  was  the  offer  you  made  f — A.  The  offer  we  made  was  that 
we  would  swap  the  nine  six-barreled  p^uus  which  they  gave  us  for  uine 
ten-barreled  guns,  which  we  were  to  give  back  to  them. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  said  something  of  $14,400! — A.  In  order  to  secure  the  Unit^ 
States  a  deposit  of  $14,400.  which  was  at  the  rate  of  $1,600  a  gan, 
was  made  at  the  ordnance  office  in  New  York. 

Q.  Do  you  know  by  whom  it  was  made  f — A.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  what  time  it  was  made  f — A.  Just  about  this 
time  that  I  referred  to  when  we  were  making  this  trade. 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  in  January,  1871  f — A.  January^  1871,  or  the  last 
part  of  December,  1870.  • 

Q.  And  this  $14,400  was  sent  to  you  after  the  delivery  of  the  guns?— 
A.  After  the  delivery  of  the  nine  new  guns  that  we  were  to  make  for 
the  United  States. 

Q.  When  did  you  deliver  those  nine  new  guns  ? — A.  I  think  iu  the 
course  of  five  or  six  .months  after  this  arrangement  was  made.  We 
went  right  into  the  manufacture  of  them. 

Q.  And  you  recreived,  then,  the  $14,400? — A.  We  did  not  receive  the 
whole  of  it,  because  the  United  States  made  its  own  carriages  at  Water- 
vliet,  and  whatever  they  cost  was  deducted  from  the  $14,400,  and  we 
received  the  balance. 

Q.  When  you  got  up  the  barrels  of  those  guns  and  the  limber-boxes, 
was  there  an  understanding  about  the  carriages  remaining  behind  at 
the  Watervliet  arsenal  f — A.  No.  My  impression  is  that  I  requested 
that  the  carriages  should  be  left  behind,  because  it  would  have  been  a 
useless  expense  to  send  them  to  Hertford  where  nothing  was  to  l)e 
done  to  them,  and  it  was  cheaper  to  scud  them  direct  from  Watervliet 
to  New  York. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  any  instructions  at  all  from  the  Ordnance  Burean, 
as  to  the  delivery  of  the  nine  guns  that  went  into  the  hands  of  Kern- 
ingtonf — A.  No. 

Q.  Was  it  then  understood,  as  far  as  you  were  concerned,  that  those  nine 
guns  should  go  into  the  hands  of  Remington  f — ^A.  Certainly  it  was. 

Q.  And  there  was  no  further  question  about  it  afterward? — A.  Ko. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  fact  you  did  not  communicate  to  the  Ordnance  Department?— 
A.  I  did  not. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  report  about  the  delivery  of  the  nine  guns  to  the 
Ordnance  Department  afterwards  f — A.  1  do  not  think  we  did.  i  i\o 
not  think  that  1  considered  that  the  Ordnance  Bureau  had  anything  to 
do  with  it  after  the  nine  giins  came  into  our  hands. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  are  not  in  the  service  any  longer? — A.  No. 

Q.  And  were  not,  at  that  time^  I  suppose  f — A.  I  was  not. 

By  Mr.* Ames:  • 

Q.  Did  you  order  those  carriages  down  from  Watervliet  to  New 
York?  A.  I  think  not.  I  do  not  remember  that  I  had  auy thing  to  do 
with  that. 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  But  you  say  you  think  you  originally  requested  that  they  should 
be  retained  there  until  the  guns  were  ready  f  A.  I  rather  think  that,  in 
talking  the  matter  over  at  the  Ordnance  Department  here,  I  intimated 
that  it  was  a  useless  expense  to  send  these  things  arouud  to  Hartford^ 
and  suggested  that  they  should  be  left  there. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  As  I  understood,  the  Government  sold  nine  six-barreled  Gatling 
guns  to  you,  and  they  received  your  orders  as  to  the  disposition  of  the 
barrels,  limbers,  and  carriages  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  it  in  a.  few  words.. 

By  Mr.  ScAURz: 

Q.  You  say  you  had  conversations  at  the  Ordnance  OflBce  here  about 
that  matter  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  With  whom  f — A.  General  Dyer. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  any  allusion  was  made  in  those  conver- 
sations about  where  the  nine  guns  were  to  go? — A.  I  dojiot  think  there 
was. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  there  not  a  design  on  your  part  that  the  Ordnance  Bureau 
should  not  know  f — A.  Not  the  slightest  in  the  world.  The  Ordnance 
Bureau  knew  just  as  much  as  I  did. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  visit  the  ordnance  office,  Colonel  Crispin's  office,  m 
New  York,  sometimes  during  that  period  t — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  see  much  of  Kemingtou  and  Colonel  Squire  during  that 
period  at  Kew  York  ? — A.  No,  I  did  not  see  much  of  them.  Now  and 
tlieu  they  were  at  Colonel  Crispin's  office,  just  as  other  gun  men  in  New 
York  were. 

Q.  During  December,  1870,  and  January,  1871 1 — A.  I  think  during 
the  whole  of  the  French  war  I  saw  more  or  less  of  the  Messrs.  Reming- 
ton's agents,  and  I  was  myself  there.  Everybody  who  dealt  in  arms  had 
more  or  less  to  do  with  Colonel  Crispin's  office.  I  do  not  think  I  saw 
anything  noted  in  the  appearance  there  of  either  Mr.  Remington  or  his 
agents,  or  of  Mr.  Pond,  or  any  other  person.  I  think  everybody  went 
there,  and  went  there  oue  about  as  inuch  as  another,  as  far  as  I  could 
see. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  meet  Remington  or  Squire  in  the  office  of  Colonel 
Crispin  ?— A.  I  think  1  did. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  conversations  that  took  place  between  them  f 
—A.  No ;  I  cannot  say  that  I  do.  If  I  went  into  Colonel  Crispin's  office, 
and  he  was  in  the  act  of  conversing  with  these  people,  I  generally  stood 
aside,  as  the  matter  was  none  of  my  business,  and  I  do  not  think  I  ever 
entered  into  conversation  with  them.  W^hatever  I  heard,  was  merely 
accidental. 

Q.  Did  you  meet  them  there  several  times  I — A.  That  is  a  question 
hard  to  answer.  I  may  have  met  them  two  or  three  times,  and  may 
have  met  them  only  once. 
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Washington,  April  4, 1872. 
C.  J.  McGowAN  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  have  heard  the  explanation  as  to  the  Garrison  parclmse  of 
iguns  here  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  by  whom  the  contract  for  tbase 
stores  was  made  at  the  Ordnance  Department ! — A.  The  firm  of  Siiiitb, 
Crosby  &  Co.,  of  New  York,  bid  for  twenty  batteries  at  Washington. 

Q.  And  they  were  delivered  on  that  bid  I — A.  Yes,  sir.  That  sale 
was  subsequently  transferred  to  C.  K.  Garrison. 

• 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  the  Ordnance  Bureau  at  Washinfrton 
jdelivered  those  guns  at  the  wharf — the  guns  comi)rised  in  what  we  call 
the  Garrison  purchase  f — A.  Yes,  the  whole  of  them  were  delivered  on 
the  wharf.  They  were  on  the  same  basis  as  the  October  sales.  The  biil 
was  made  in  the  same  way. 

Q.  Delivered  by  lighters  in  your  employ  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  by  the  same 
man. 


Washington,  April  5, 1872. 

Mr.  SCHURZ  presented  the  following  statement  from  Senator  Sumner. 
-which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  testimony : 

"Mr.  Sumner  corrects  his  answer  to  the  following  question  of  Mr.  Car- 
fpenter,  on  page  332  of  the  Report,  viz : 

"  'If  two  Senators  in  debate  in  the  Senate  on  a  proposition  to  investi- 
gate the  matter  thoroughly,  both  avow  themselves  in  favor  of  making 
the  investigation ;  both  vote  for  it,  though  one  expresses  his  belief  that 
there  is  no  guilt  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  the  other  expresse> 
his  belief  that  there  is  guilt  on  the  part  of  the  Government ;  both  being 
in  favor  of  investigating  the  thing  to  the  bottom,  are  they  not  equally 
qualified  to  sit  on  the  committee  V 

"  Mr.  Sumner  withdraws  the  answer,  as  not  expressing  his  judgment 
•on  the  question,  substituting  therefor  these  words : 

*'  'The  belief  of  guilt  or  innocence  does  not  enter  into  the  selection  of 
the  committee,  which,  according  to  parliamentary  law,  should  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  introducer  of  the  inquiry,  and  its  known  friends,  whose 
movement  and  eltbrt  show  that  they  regard  inquiry  necessary.' 

"CHARLES  SUMNER.'^ 

The  Chairman  presented  the  following  letter  from  Messrs.  Smith. 
Crosby  &  Co.,  of  New  York,  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  with  the 
testimony : 

"Smith,  Ceosby  &  Co.,  121  and  123  Front  Street, 

''Neic  York,  April  4,  1872. 

"  Senator  :  The  testimony  of  Mr.  C.  K.  Garrison,  in  relation  to  the 
20  batteries  and  36,000  Enfields,  is  incomplete. 

"  Sahi  arms  were  sold  to  our  firm,  who  purchased  them  for  account  of 
the  English  contractors,  Valentine  &  Billings. 

"  Should  the  committee  desire  iidditional  fact«  in  our  possession,  our 
Mr.  Francis  H.  Smith  can  go  to  Wjishington,  if  desire<l. 
"We  are,  sir,  your  obedient  servants, 

"SMITH,  CROSBY  &  CO. 
**  Senator  Hamlin, 

"  Chairman  Senate  Arms  Investigating  CammitteeJ* 
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The  Chairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  letter 'from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Na\^',  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  testi- 
mony : 

"  Navy  Department, 

"  Washington^  ApHl  3, 1872. 

"Dear  Sir:  I  have  the  honor  herewith  to  transmit  a  letter  from 
Commodore  A.  L.  Case,  (3hief  of  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  of  the  Navy, 
with  the  accompanying  papers,  in  relation  to  a  defect  in  the  rifles  made 
at  the  Springfield  Armory'  for  the  Navy. 

"  I  beg  also  to  say  that,  in  giving  my  testimony  yesterday  before  the 
committee,  I  omitted  to  state  in  reply  to  a  question  as  to  whether  there 
was  any  statute  regulating  the  sale  of  arms  by  the  Navy  Department, 
that  the  act  of  March  3,  1847,  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  ser- 
vice, provides  that '  the  moneys  derived  from  the  sale  of  all  stores  and 
other  articles  belonging  to  the  Navy  shall  revert  to  that  appropria- 
tion from  which  such  stores  and  other  articles  were  originally  pur- 
chased.' This  act  regulates  the  application  of  the  proceeds  of  sales  in 
the  Navy  Department,  and  I  omitted  its  mention  through  inadvertence, 
08  it  is  a  law  standing  upon  the  statute-book,  rather  than  a  fact  which 
rests  upon  proof,  I  content  myself  \vith  referring  your  committee  to  it, 
without  coming  again  before  you  to  correct  my  testimony. 
"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

*»  GEO.  M.  ROBESON, 
"  Secretary  of  tJie  Navy. 

"  The  Hon.  Hannibal  Hamlin, 

"  Chairman  Cmnmittee  to  Investigate  the  Sales  of  Arms,^ 

The  correspondence  transmitted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  an- 
nexed to  th^  testimony  marked  Exhibit  No.  19, 


Exhibit  No.  19. 

No.  13.]       Bureau  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department, 

Washington^  April  3,  1^72. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  request  that  the  accompanying  papers,  in 
relation  to  a  defect  in  the  position  of  the  breech-sight  of  the  Remington 
navy  rifles  made  at  the  Springfield  armory  for  the  Navy,  called  for  by 
the  "Senate  Arms  Investigating  Committee''  yesterday  whilst  I  was 
uuder  examination,  may  be  sent  to  it;  they  are  all  the  papers  on  file  in 
this  bureau  on  the  subject. 

I  am,  with  high  respect,  your  most  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Buveau, 
Hon.  Geo.  M.  Robeson, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy. 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Ordnance, 

January  12,  1871. 

Sir  :  The  Bureau  observes  that  the  rear  sight  is  placed  much  farther 
back  on  the  Remington  rifles  than  upon  the  model  arm. 
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This  ife  considered  objectiouable,  and  the  Bureau  prefers  that  tbe 
model  should  be  adhered  to  in  this  detail. 
I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
Lieut.  Com.  Frederick  Pearson,  U.  S.  K, 

Springfield^  Massachusetts, 


No.  21.]  ^'^  V'''  J,  '  SPRmOFEBLD,  MASSACHUSETTS, 

*  January  16,  1871, 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  rexjeipt  of  the  Bureaa's 
letter  of  the  12th  instant,  calling  ray  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  rear 
sight  on  the  Bemington  rifle  is  placed  too  far  back,  and  directing  that 
the  model  arm  be  followed  in  this  detail. 

On  the  model  arm  the  rear  sight  has  two  positions,  one  J  of  an  inch, 
and  the  other  2J  inches  farther  forward  than  the  i)resent  sight.  The 
Bureau  does  not  say  which  position  the  sight  shall  take.  I  beg  leave 
to  submit  drawings  showing  the  different  positions,  and  request  the 
Bureau  to  inform  me  which  position  it  approves  of. 

In  the  drawings  A  shows  the  position  of  the  model  sight  for  a  dis- 
tance beyond  the  point-blank  range ;  B  for  the  blank  range ;  and  C  the 
portion  and  kind  of  present  sight. 

If  the  position  A  is  decided  upon,  about  16  cents  per  gun  will  ht 
saved,  as  the  milling  or  reducing  the  barrel  at  the  positiou  of  the 
present  sight  will  then  be  unnecessary. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

FRED'K  PEARSON, 
Lieutenant  Gommanderj  U.  8.  X 

Commodore  A.  L.  Case,  U.  S.  N., 

Chief  of  Bureau  of  Ordnance. 


Navy  Department,  Bureau  of  Ordnance, 

January  18,  1871. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  January  16,  inclosing  sketch  of  two 
positions  of  breech-sight  of  Eemington  rifle,  the  attention  of  the  Bureaa 
was  called  to  this  subject  by  the  Messrs.  Bemington,  who  object  that 
the  present  position  of  the  sight  weakens  the  arm,  and  does  not  permit 
as  accurate  sighting  beyond  point  blank  as  that  in  the  model  arm.  It 
is  noted  that  in  the  drawing  sent  the  model  sight  is  reversed.  The 
model  at  the  Bureau  shows  the  leaf  hinged  at  the  rear  eud.  Please 
confer  with  Colonel  Benton  on  this  subject,  and  report. 
I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 
Lieut.  Com.  Frederick  Pearson,  XJ.  S.  N., 

Ifational  Armory^  Springfieldy  Massachusetts. 


No.  24.]  Springfield,  Massachusetts, 

January  20,  1871. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  the  Bureau^ 
communication  of  the  18th  iustaut,  stating  that  the  position  of  the  rea^ 
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sight  of  the  Bemington  rifle  weakened  the  arm,  and  does  not  admit  of 
accurate  sighting.  Also,  that  in  the  drawing  forwarded  to  the  Bureau 
the  position  of  the  sight  was  reversed. 

I  have  conferred  with  Colonel  Benton  on  the  subject. 

In  reference  to  the  weakening  of  the  arm,  if  the  objection  made  by 
the  Messrs.  Remington  is  the  milling  of  the  barrel,  which  is  necessary 
when  the  rear  sight  takes  its  present  position,  I  answer  that  the  barrels 
now  made  are  not  reduced  or  weakened  any  more  than  in  the  model  arm. 

In  the  model  the  barrel  has  been  reduced  on  both  sides  so  as  to  admit 
of  a  greater  thickness  of  wood  in  the  stock.  This  reduction  reduces 
and  weakens  the  barrel  to  the  same  extent  on  the  sides  as  we  reduce 
it  on  the  top  to  receive  the  rear  sight.  The  thickness  of  metal  left  in 
each  case  is  v^^  of  one  inch,  save  where  the  mortice  is  cut  to  receive  the 
rear  sight,  wuich  is  of  such  small  extent  as  not  to  cause  weakness. 

In  the  manufacture  of  our  arms  the  barrels  are  not  reduced  at  all  on 
the  sides. 

As  the  Messrs.  Eemington  may  object  that,  in  not  reducing  them  on 
the  sides  the  stock  is  left  too  thin  and  weak,  it  may  be  well  to  say  that 
the  stocks  now  made  correspond  in  thickness  to  the  model. 

The  objection  of  the  difficulty  of  sighting  has  more  foundation.  Older 
persons,  or  those  with  weak  eyes,  prefer  a  rear  sight  well  forward,  while 
a  man  with  good  eyes  can  use  it  in  any  position. 

About  the  sight  being  reversed  on  the  drawing,  I  can  only  say  that 
such  was  the  position  on  the  model  barrel  at  the  armory.  If  its  true 
position  is  such  as  to  have  its  leaf  hinge  at  the  rear  Instead  of  the 
forward  end,  it  does  not  alter  matters,  as  the  sight  now  in  use  has  but 
one  position,  on  the  barrel,  for  all  ranges. 

I  respectfully  request  to  be  informed  whether  it  shall  be  plaeed  J 
of  one  inch  or  2^  inches  farther  forward,  as  is  the  case  on  the  model 
barrel. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

FRED'K  PEARSON, 
Lieutenant  Commander  United  States  Navy. 

Commodore  A.  L.  Case,  U,  S.  N., 
*  Chief  of  Bureau  of  Ordnance, 


Navy  Department, 
Bureau  of  Ordnance,  January  23, 1871. 

Sir:  Yonr  communication  of  January  20th  is  received. 
The  Bureau  desires  that  the  sight  shall  be  placed  as  in  the  model  bar- 
rel, viz :  2§  inches  irom  the  base. 

I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  LUDLOW  CASE, 

Chief  of  Bureau. 
Lieut.  Commander  Frederick  Pearson,  U.  S.  N., 

Natio^nal  Armory,  Springfield,  Massaxihusetts. 


Washington,  April  5, 1872. 
John  Hoey  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Qnestion.  State  to  the  committee  if  you  hnve  any  knowledge  upon 
the  subjectB  we  are  investigating. — Answer.  I  have  none.     I  understand 
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my  name  was  coDnected  with  this  matter  by  Mr.  Dana — so  the  Marqnis 
de  Chambrun  says — as  "John  Hoey,  of  Long  Branch,  living  near  tbe 
President  I  do  live  there,  and  I  am  a  personal  friend  of  the  Presi- 
dent, I  have  the  honor  of  saying,  and  I  have  no  donbt  that  it  was  that 
which  induced  Mr.  Dana  to  make  the  remark  to  the  Marquis  de  Cham- 
brun. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  Was  there  not  another  Mr.  FToey  mentioned  by  Mr.  Garrison?— 
A.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Sawyer.  The  real  party  is  James  Hoy,  who  has  had  somethiDg 
to  do  with  it;  but  we  cannot  summon  him,  for  he  is  dead. 


Washington,  April  5, 1872. 
A.  W.  Markley  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  General  Franklin  testified  yesterday  before  this  committee 
that  one  of  the  firm  of  Poultney  &  Trimble,  of  Baltiaiore,  told  him  that 
you  received  $10,000  from  them  for  aid  in  negotiating  a  sale  of  10,(H)0 
Eemington  rifles.  What  do  you  know  about  that  f — Answer.  That  iis  so; 
I  received  $10,000. 

Q.  What  service  did  you  perform  ? — A.  Mr.  Thomas  Poultney,  of  the 
firm  of  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  came  to  see  me  about  it,  and  said  he 
understood  the  Navy  Department  had  some  guns  they  wanted  to  sell, 
and  made  this  proposition  to  me,  and  i  said  I  would  see  about  it. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  State  the  proposition  he  made  ? — A.  He  said  that  there  were  ten 
thousand  guns,  and  he  would  give  me  a  dollar  a  gun.  I  did  not  see 
about  it,  and  two  or  three  days  after  that  he  called  again.  Walking: 
around  ti)  the  Navy  Department,  I  met  the  Secretary  on  the  street,  aud 
asked  him  if  he  had  any  guns  to  sell,  and  told  him  that  Mr.  PouUney, 
of  the  firm  of  Poultney  &  Trimble,  had  told  me  the  Department  had 
some  for  sale.  He  said  he  did  not  know  anything  about  it,  aud  he  had 
better  communicate,  and  he  would  refer  the  matter  to  his  Chief  of 
Ordnance.  I  went  back  to  the  hotel  and  told  Mr.  Poultney,  aud  bt* 
communicated,  I  suppose.  That  is  about  all  1  know  about  it  I  got 
my  money  when  the  transaction  was  closed.  That  is  all  the  trouble  I 
had  about  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  that  all  the  conversation  you  ever  had  with  the  Secretary  in 
relation  to  it  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir.  That  was,  I  think,  in  the  street ;  I  cannot 
say  whether  it  was  in  the  street  or  in  the  oflSce.  I  know  I  left  the  hotel 
to  go  to  the  office,  and  my  impression  is  that  it  was  in  the  street  that 
I  met  him,  and  he  told  me  that  he  did  not  know  anything  about  it,  bnt 
Mr.  Poultney  had  better  communicate  to  hfm  in  writing,  and  he  would 
refer  the  matter  to  his  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Q.  Did  you  express  any  opinion  that  it  would  be  well  for  the  Dei)art- 
ment  to  sell  them  f — A.  No ;  I  did  not  say  anything  about  it. 

Q.  You  simply  made  inquiry  of  him  and  he  told  you  he  did  not  know 
anything  about  it  ! — A.  At  the  request  of  this  firm  of  arms-dealers  in 
Baltimore,  whom  I  knew  very  well. 
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By  Mr.  ScHURZ  : 

Q.  Had  you  been  in  the  arms  business  before! — A.  ]S^o,  sir. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  had  any  dealings  in  that  line! — A.  O,  no. 

Q.  What  were  your  relations  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  !  Had  you 
been  old  friends ? — A.  Yes;  very  friendly. 

Q.  Lived  in  the  same  town  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  had  known  him  long! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  the  relations  those  of  intimate  friendship! — A.  I  cannot  say 
they  were  very  intimate;  as  intimate  as  neighbors  generally  are;  he 
lives  in  my  town. 

Q.  Have  yon  ever  had  any  business  relations  with  the  Secretary  of 
tbe  Xavyf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  had  any  business  relations  with  Mr.  Poultney  ? — 
A.  Not  before  that. 

Q.  Never  had  any  trade  with  him  or  anything  of  the  kind  ? — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Did  you  form  any  opinion  as  to  why  Mr.  Poultney  called  upon 
you  to  intercede  in  his  behalf? — A.  No;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  give  any  consideration,  any  equivalent,  besides  what  you 
have  stated,  for  the  $io,000  you  got  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  the  $10,000  were  a  clear  gift! — A.  I  have  given  the  state  of 
the  whole  case.  I  suppose  that  the  communication  he  sent  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  was  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance.  I  never  saw 
the  Chief  of  Ordnance.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  contract  was.  All  of  it  is  that  Mr.  Poultney  paid  me 
what  he  agreed  to  pay  me  after  the  transaction  was  closed.  I  never 
knew  what  he  paid  for  the  arms  or  anything  about  it. 

Q.  So  you  earned  $10,000  merely  by  asking  the  Secretary'  of  the  Navy 
whether  he  had  any  guns  to  sell  ? — A.  That  was  about  it. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  further  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navv  about  it! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q."^  Did  you  keep  all  of  the  $10,000!— A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  anybody  else  get  any  part  of  it  !^ — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  had  no  communication  with  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  at 
all  !^A.  None. 

Q.  And  no  further  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  about 
it? — A.  No  further  conversation  with  him. 

By  Mr.  Steveisson: 

Q.  Where  was  it  that  Poultney  first  approached  you  on  the  subject! — 
A.  At  Willards'  Hotel. 

Q.  You  were  in  Washington  on  a  visit! — A.  I  was  here  on  business. 

Q.  How  long  was  that  before  the  sale  absolutely  took  place! — A.  I 
could  not  say. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  about  the  time  that  Mr.  Poultney  approached 
you  on  the  subject  first,  by  referring  to  the  business  that  brought  you 
to  Washington! — A.  It  was  this  winter  a  year  ago;  some  time  early  in 
the  winter. 

Q.  Did  Poultney  tell  you  what  he  wanted  with  the  arms  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  to  you  when  he  first  approached  you  !  Did  he 
have  more  than  one  interview  with  you  ! — A.  When  he  first  came  he 
told  me  he  wanted  to  buy  these  arms.  After  I  saw  the  Secretary  I  told 
him  what  the  Secretary  said. 

Q.  He  said  he  wanted  to  buy  the  arms.  Did  he  then  approach  you 
to  ask  you  to  see  the  Secretary,  to  secure  your  services  to  induce  the 
Secretary  to  sell  them,  or  what  did  he  say  to  you!    We  want  the  exact 
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statomeiit  between  you  and  Poultney — all  that  took  place  between  you 
and  Poultney  when  be  first  approached  you. — A.  There  was  nothing  but 
what  I  have  stated.  Poultney  came  to  me  and  said  he  wanted  to  buy 
these  arms. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  why  he  wanted  to  buy  the  arms? — A.  No;  hedjil 
not  tell  me. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  j'ou  why  he  wanted  to  engage  you  to  aid  him?— A. 
Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  he  wanted  you  to  see  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy ! 
— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  he  give  any  reason  why  he  had  selected  you  to  see  the  Scire- 
tary  of  the  Naw  ! — A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  How.  long  did  the  interview  last  between  you  and  Poultney?— A. 
1  do  not  suppose  it  lasted  over  half  an  hour. 

Q.  Did  he  say  what  he  would  give  you  if  you  did  see  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy! — A.' No. 

Q.  Did  he  make  any  contract  with  youT — No. 

Q.  Did  he  make  any  contract  with  you  as  to  what  you  were  to  receive 
for  seeing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  f — A.  No,  sir.  He  simply  told  we 
that  if  he  could  get  the  guns  he  would  pay  me  a  dollar  a  guu. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Poultney  before  that  ?— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  had  you  been  acquainted  with  him? — A.  For  several 
years. 

Q.  So  the  whole  transaction  between  Mr.  Poultney  and  yourself,  ac- 
cording to  your  testimony,  consisted  of  this :  that  Mr.  Poultney  simply 
told  you  that  if  he  could  get  the  guns  from  the  Navy  Department,  you 
should  have  a  dollar  apiece ;  was  that  it ! — A.  That  wiis  it. 

Q.  Without  asking  for  any  service  on  your  part  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q,  He  did  not  exact  any  performanceonyourparttbrtlie$10,000?— A. 
No.sir. 

Q.  Can  you  form  any  conjecture  what  Poultney's  inducement  could 
have  been  to  give  you  $10,000  for  nothing  f — A.  1  suppose  it  was  for 
introducing  the  matter.  He  asked  me  to  speak  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navv,  which  I  did,  and  the  Secretarv  said  that  he  would  have  to  com- 
municate  to  him  in  writing  and  he  would  refer  the  matter  to  his  Chief 
of  Ordnance ;  that  he  did  not  know  anything  about  it,  and  after  that 
was  done  I  had  no  further  trouble  about  it.  Mr.  Poultney  attended  to 
his  own  business.  I  did  not  know  what  was  done  or  what  was  paid  for 
the  guns,  or  anything  else. 

Q.  And  you  got  your  $10,0001— A.  I  got  the  $10,000. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tell  the  Secretary  you  were  to  get  $10,000  for  that 
bargain  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  anybody  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Kept  it  close  to  yourself! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  then  got  the  $10,000  ?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  Speaking  of  your  relations,  you  said  they  were  those  of  a  friendly 
neighbor,  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  f — A.  That  was  all ;  no  inti- 
mate relations. 

Q.  In  political  organizations  do  you  not  disagree  with  the  Secre- 
tary ? — A.  We  do. 
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Q.  Yon  belong  to  the  democratic  organization  ? — A.  I  belong  to  the 
democratic  party. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Did  political  questions  enter  into  this  rifle  bargain  at  all  ? — A. 
No,  sir;  there  was  nothing  said  about  politics. 
Q.  It  was  a  mere  money-matter  f — A.  Yes. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  How  long  was  it  between  the  first  time  you  saw  the  Secretary  of 
the  Xavy  on  this  subject  and  the  period  when  you  got  the  $10,000  f 
What  time  intervened  ? — A.  Three  or  four  months. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  About  what  time  was  that  f — A.  I  think  it  was  in  March,  1871. 

Q.  Was  that  upon  the  completion  of  the  bargain! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  further  correspondence  with  Mr.  Poultuey  on 
the  subject? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  He  simply  sent  you  the  $10,000! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  shape  did  he  send  it  to  you  ! — A.  He  sent  me  his  check. 

Q.  Did  j'ou  deposit  the  check! — A.  No;  I  got  it  cashed  in  New  York. 

Q.  Where! — A.  At  Lewis  Brothers  &  Company. 

Q.  You  drew  the  money  there! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  a  single  check,  or  more  than  one ! — A.  There  were  two  or 
three  checks. 

Q.  To  whom  were  they  drawn  ! — A.  Payable  to  me. 

Q.  All  three  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  draw  out  the  money  at  once! — A.  I  exchanged  their 
checks  for  checks  of  Lewis  Brothers  &  Company,  to  the  same  amount. 

Q.  For  checks  on  a  bank  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  did  that  money  remain  there! — A.  It  did  not  remain 
there  more  than  a  day  or  two,  until  I  had  time  to  deposit  their  check. 

Q.  Where  did  you  deposit  their  check  ! — A.  I  deposited  it  at  Camden. 

Q.  What  bank  !— A.  Tlie  National  State  Bank. 

Q.  Did  you  get  from  Lewis  Brothers  &  Company  one  checjk  for  the 
whole  amount ! — A.  No,  sir.  I  think  I  got  one  check  of  theirs  that  I 
brought  home  to  deposit,  and  the  other  they  sent  around  and  collected 
themselves,  and  drew  the  money  for  me,  I  not  being  acquainted  in  New 
York.  This  was  a  New  York  house,  and  their  indorsement  was  recog- 
nized. 

Q.  You  say  you  got  one  check  that  you  took  home  witfc  you.  What 
amount  was  that  check  for  ! — A.  It  must  have  been  five  or  six  thousand 
dollars. 

Q.  The  other  checks  you  left  in  the  hands  of  Lewis  Brothers  &  Com- 
pany ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  collected  where  ! — A.  At  New  York,  where  their  checks  were 
drawn. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  They  drew  the  money  on  the  other  check  for  you ! — A.  Yes.     I 
think  there  was  one  check  that  they  sent  and  drew  the  money  tbem 
selves ;  they  were  known  to  the  bank  and  I  was  not. 

Q.  But  they  paid  you  the  money  after  they  had  drawn  it ! — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  On  what  bank  was  Poultney's  check  drawn! — A.  I  do  not  recol- 
lect ;  a  New  York  bank. 
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Q.  All  three  on  the  same  bank? — A.  All  three  od  the  same  bank. 

By  Mr.  SOHURZ: 

Q.  Did  thej-  remit  to  you  at  Camden  the  money  which  they  collected 
for  the  two  other  checks  tbey  gave  you  f — A.  No ;  they  delivered  it  to 
me  at  their  counting-room  in  New  York. 

Q.  You  do  not  understand  me.  You  say  you  got  one  check  from 
them  of  about  five  or  six  thousand  dollars,  which  you  took  home  with 
you  to  Camden  and  deposited  there! — A.  Yes;  I  exchanged  Ponltnt-y. 
Trimble  &  Co.'s  checks  for  the  checks  of  Lewis  Brothers  &  Compauy. 

Q.  And  these  two  checks  drawn  by  Lewis  Brothers  &  Com(»auy  yon 
left  in  their  hands  for  them  to  collect.  Was  not  that  it? — A.  No;  I  left 
Poultney's  check  with  them.  I  not  being  acquainted  in  New  York,  and 
this  was  a  New  York  house,  they  could  collect  it  and  I  could  not. 

Q.  Then  they  gave  you  the  money  for  these  two  checks  iu  their 
counting-room,  did  they? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  did  you  deposit  that  money? — A.  I  used  some  of  it  in  New 
York  and  deposited  the  balance  in  Camden. 

Q.  How  much  did  you  use  in  New  York  ? — A.  I  suppose  two  or  three 
dollars. 

Q.  So  that  you  took  the  whole  money,  with  the  exception  of  two  hun- 
dred or  three  hundred  dollars,  down  to  Camden  to  your  bank?— A, 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  that  nobody  else  participated  in  that  ten  thousand  dol- 
lars f — A.  No  one. 

Q.  What  is  your  business? — A.  I  am  connected  with  the  railroad;* of 
New  Jersey. 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  business  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Eave  you  ever  been  in  this  kind  of  trade? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  that  nobody  got  any  share  of  that  $10,000,  as  I  under 
stand  you,  except  yourself? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  anybody  get  any  other  valuable  consideration  from  you  in 
connection  with  this  business? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  None  whatever  ? — A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  No  favor  of  any  kind  ? — A.  None. 

Q.  Did  3^ou  transfer  any  stock  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  any  paper  of  value  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  Government  official  who,  directly  or  indirectly 
received  any*portion  of  this  or  of  any  other  sale  from  the  Govern 
ment  ? — A.  I  do  not.  The  only  person  I  knew  iu  the  transaction  was 
Mr.  Poultney. 


Washington,  April  5, 1872. 
F.  M.  Peck  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Where  do  you  reside  ? — Answer.  At  New  York. 

Q.  What  is  your  business? — A.  I  am  connected  with  the  Army  and 
Navy  Journal. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  evidence  which  the  Marquis  de  Chambmn 
has  given  to  this  committee? — A.  I  have  seen  the  newspaper  reiniits. 
This  morning  I  had  a  glance  at  the  full  report,  but  I  have  not  had  sufli 
ciently  long  time  to  read  it  carefully. 
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Q.  The  Diarquis  says  in  one  partof  his  testimony  that  you  stated  that 
you  liad  $10,000  to  pay  for  certain  papers  that  Kemington  took  abroad 
with  him.    Have  you  seen  that  statement  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  true  or  not  true  f — A.  That  is  a  misapprehension  of  the 
marquis.  Possibly'  the  best  way  for  me  would  be  to  relate  the  eircum- 
stauees  of  my  interview  with  him. 

Q.  I  was  just  going  to  ask  you  to  do  that,  first  calling  your  attention 
to  one  or  two  points.  State  to  the  committee  the  substance  of  the 
interview  you  did  have  with  the  marquis  precisely  as  it  was. — A.  I  shall 
have  to  state  it  at  some  length  to  have  it  understood. 

Q.  State  it  in  your  own  way. — A.  I  was  introduced  to  the  marquis 
by  Captain  Read,  who  was  a  friend  of  his  and  a  friend  of  mine.  The 
occasion  was  that  Captiiin  Read  was  very  violently  assailing  the  char- 
acter of  the  Remingtons,  and  1  was  very  friendly  to  them.  During  our 
discussion  1  managed  to  convince  Captain  Read  that  he  was  entirely 
wrong  about  them  himself.  Then  he  told  me  that  the  French  govern- 
ment had  an  agent  here  who  had  been  engaged  for  more  than  a  year  in 
making  a  report  upon  the  conduct  of  the  arms  purchases.  He  told  me, 
furthermore,  that,  I  think  about  January,  1871,  he  was  visited  by  this 
gentleman,  the  marquis,  and  was  like  wise  afterward  approached  by  Mr.  C. 
C.  Beaman,  who  wanted  to  have  him  act  for  the  marquis  to  hunt  up  the 
frauds  in  New  York.  Captain  Read  told  mc  that  lie  was  approached 
by  the  Marquis  deChambrun  to  act  for  him  and  help  him  in  investi- 
gating what  he  presumed  were  frauds  in  the  purchase  of  arms,  and  that 
the  negotiation  commenced,  I  think,  through  Mr.  Beaman,  who  was 
represented  as  Senator  Sumner's  secretary. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  I»  it  the  same  Mr.  Beaman  who  is  employed  by  the  State  Depart- 
ment?— A.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  employed  by  the  State  Depart- 
ment or  not.  The  reason  that  Mr.  Read  was  influenced  in  the  matter 
was  that  Mr.  Beaman  was  represented  to  him  as  Senator  Sumner's  secre- 
tary. We  met  Mr.  Beaman,  at  his  office  in  New  York,  two  or  three  times. 
Mr.  Read  told  me  that  he  declined  to  act  for  the  French  government, 
unless  that  government  gave  him  a  commission  in  either  the  army  or  the 
navy,  which  would  make  him  a  servant  of  France,  and  justify  his 
playing  the  rSle  of  spy  for  them,  as  he  presumed  it  was.  He  then  told 
me  that  the  marquis  was  pursuing  these  investigations ;  that  he  was  a 
very  honorable  and  high-toned  man,  and  that  he  wanted  to  bring  us 
together. 

By  Mr.  ScHUEZ : 

Q.  Who  did! — A.  Mr.  Read.  This.  I  think,  was  on  Christmas  day, 
1871.  He  went  to  Washington,  and  the  marquis  telegraphed  that  he 
would  be  in  New  York  on  Friday,  the  5th  of  January.  He  did  not 
come  that  day,  but  came  on  the  next  day,  the  6th.  He  has  it  the  26th, 
1  see,  in  the  report ;  that  is  a  mistake ;  he  met  me  on  the  6th  of  January 
last,  in  the  office  of  Mr.  Beamau,  in  Warren  street.  New  York,  and  then 
told  me  that  he  was  very  an-xious  indeed  to  talk  to  me,  and  that  he  had 
applied  to  Mr.  Bellonnet,'  the  secretary  of  the  legation,  for  permission  to 
talk  with  me  officially  ii».  this  matter,  it  being  generally  understood  that 
we  should  both  hold  our  heads  together  and  see  how  much  we  could 
help  each  other  in  bringing  out  this  matter  of  frauds,  so  far  as  the  pur- 
chases were  concerned.  I  was  very  anxious  to.  act  so  on  the  pait  of 
the  Remingtons,  and  he  was  very  anxious  to  act  so  on  the  part  of 
France.    He  told  me  that  M.  de  Bellonnet  had  declined  to  give  him 
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permission  to  talk  with  me ;  that  his  acquaintance  with  the  Reminjjtons, 
persouallj',  and  his  impression  of  them  was  such  that  he  did  not  care  to 
have  any  communications  with  them  whatever.  I  then  said  to  him  tliat 
if  we  could  not  talk  officially  we  could  talk  informally,  and  we  had  quite 
a  long  talk,  I  think  about  an  hour.  We  talked  about  what  had  Wu 
done  by  Mr.  Eemington,  and  various  matters,  and  during  the  conversa- 
tion I  presume  that  I  referred  to  this  matter  of  the  810,000.  I  cannot 
say  that  1  did  or  did  not,  but  the  matter  was  referred  to  in  this  way;  I 
found  very  serious  fault  with  the  action  of  the  government ;  I  askwi 
him  what.the  French  government  had  been  doing ;  what  their  policy 
was.^  For  instance,  I  was  aware  of  two  documents  that  were  entirely 
untrue  having  gone  from  the  French  legation,  and  from  the  consulate 
in  New  York,  to  France,  which  appeared  at  tirst  in  France,  through  the 
defense,  and  I  asked  him  what  they  meant. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  What  documents  were  they? — A.  One  of  them  was  an  affidavit 
sent  from  the  consulate?  at  New  York,  and  the  other  one  wasadoennieut 
which  was  reported  in  a  French  paper  in  New  York  as  having  come  from 
M.  de  Bellonnet,  in  this  city.  Then  I  stated  what  I  had  done;  that  as  to 
one  of  those  documents  particularly  I  had  been  engaged  by  Mr.  Reniinjr- 
ton  to  secure  rebutting  evidence  in  regard  to  it.  We  were  talking  about 
the  Remingtons.  I  then  stated  to  him  that  Mr.  Remington,  in  chargin;; 
me  with  that  duty,  told  me  I  might  spend  any  amount  of  money  I 
pleased  in  procuring  evidence  that  would  do  them  justice,  but  that  I 
was  not  to  be  allowed  to  spend  one  penny  to  purchase  evidence.  That 
referred  to  a  case  where  I  was  satisfied  that  a  man  could  be  made  to 
give  any  evidence  we  pleased  by  money.  I  was  told  that  no  money 
could  be  used  to  bu^^  justice,  but  that  1  could  spend  all  that  was  neces- 
sary in  proper  and  legitimate  expenses.  My  remark  had  no  reference 
whatever  to  the  certificates  which  were  alluded  to  in  the  mai-quiss 
statement.  All  I  had  to  do  with  those  was,  that  I  took  some  of  them  to 
the  consulate,  and  had  them  vised. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Did  you  refer  to  the  $10,000  ? — A.  I  may  have  made  the  remark  in 
this  way,  that  Mr.  Remington  would  spend  $10,000  in  procuring  prt>i>er 
and  legitimate  rebutting  testimony,  but  not  one  cent  for  tribute.  It  had 
no  reference  whatever,  in  the  slightest  degree,  to  any  such  sum  having 
been  spent,  although  I  can  fancy  that  the  marquis  ma^'  have  probably 
understood  me  as  he  did. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Qw  You  say  he  may  have  understood  j'ou  so.  Do  you  mean  that  he 
may  have  honestly  been  mistaken  ! — A.  He  may  have  honestly  been 
mistaken. 

Q.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  that  what  you  said  justified  that  infer- 
ence?— A.  Not  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Schukz  : 

Q.  In  what  way  did  you  understand  that  you  were  authorized  to  spend 
money  ? — A.  It  was  for  a  specific  purpose. 

Q.  What  purpose ! — A.  I  was  required  to  get  some  rebutting  evi- 
dence in  regard  to  an  affidavit  which  was  made  in  New  York. 

Q.  Upon  what  point  were  you  expected  to  get  rebutting  evidence?— 
A.  To  prove  a  man's  want  of  credibility,  whi«;h  I  did  very  perfectly. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  correctly  in  stating  what  you  said  then— that 
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Mr.  Bemin^ton  authorized  you  to  spend  any  amount  of  money  f  Did 
yon  say  that  f — A.  Yes.  I  presume  Mr.  Remington  would  have  objected 
to  ray  spending  $1,000,000,  but  he  told  me  to  use  my  discretion — to 
spend  what  1  thougiit  was  proper. 

Q.  In  procuring  evidence  to  show  his  credibility  ? — A.  Not  to  show 
his  credibility,  for  Mr.  Kemington's  credibility  does  not  require  to  be 
shown — to  show  the  want  of  credibility  of  this  person  who  had  made 
this  false  affidavit. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  who  that  was  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Wlio  was  it? — A.  It  was  a  man  by  the  name  of  Ilubbell,  who  has 
been  alluded  to  in  the  testimony. 

By  ]^Ir.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  spend  any  money  for  that  purpose! — A.  ISTo,  I  did  not 
spend  anything  more  than  lawyers'  fees;  1  had  no  occasion  to  do  so.  I 
procured  four  or  five  affidavits  without  any  cost  more  than  the  notarial 
fees. 

Q.  And  you  say  you  did  not  spend  any  money  for  any  purpose  for  Mr. 
Remington  except  that? — A.  I  have  s[)ent  in  all,  I  suppose,  for  Mr. 
Kemington,  in  the  matter  of  having  certificates  visM  and  other  exx)enses 
of  that  character,  perhaps  $200. 

Q.  That  was  all  ?— A.  All. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Mere  notarial  fees  and  the  expense  of  drawing  affidavits  f—A, 
That  was  all. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  ev^er  pay  anything  to  anybody  in  that  matter  except  the 
legitimate  charges  and  fees  for  services  rendered? — A.  Never, fori  was 
instructs  not  to.    In  the  first  place,  I  had  no  occasion  whatever  to  do  so. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  is  the  attorney  in  New  York  acting  for  the 
French  legation  ? — A.  I  presume  Mr.  Coudert.  At  any  rate,  1  was  told 
at  the  consulate  that  he  was  the  counsel  of  the  consulate.  That  was 
oue  day  while  I  was  getting  these  affidavits  viaed. 

Q.  Was  any  part  of  this  mot ey.  used  in  procuring  the  letters  which 
Mr.  Remington  took  abroad? — A.  Not  one  penny  of  it.  All  that  I  had 
to  do  with  the  letters — I  remember  one  or  two,  Governor  Hoftmau's, 
Mr.  Seymour's — that  J  took  to  be  visM. 

Q.  In  the  interview  which  you  had  with  the  marquis,  did  he  allude 
to  the  origin  of  this  investigation  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember  whether  he 
alluded  to  it.  He  told  me  that  he  had  been  engaged  in  it  for  more  than 
a  year;  that  he  was  first  pressed  to  enter  into  the  investigation  by  his 
uncle,  M.  de  Remusat,  who  was  French  minister  of  foreign  affairs.  1 
should  continue  m^'  statement  about  M.  de  Bellonnet,  for  1  reganl  that 
as  rather  important  in  this  matter.  The  maiquis  and  I  had  a  very  long 
talk,  and  I  believe  we  separated  with  mutual  respect  for  each  other. 
He  seemed  to  be  interested  in  what  I  had  to  say,  and  I  was  very  much 
interested  in  what  he  had  to  say.  He  then  said  that  he  wanted  to  have  offi- 
cial communication  with  me,  and  that  he  would  telegraph  to  Bellonnet  for 
permission,  and  that  he  would  let  me  know  the  next  day.  He  staid  over 
night  in  New  York,  The  next  day  a  telegram  came  to  me  from  Mr.  Read, 
who  was  a  mutual  friend,  stating  that  Bellonnet  had  a  second  time  re- 
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fused  the  pennissioD ;  that  he  would  not  have  anything  to  do  with  it  wbat- 
ever.  I  felt  very  sorry  about  it.  The  marquis  said  his  report  would  be 
entirely  ex  parte  without  some  conimunicatiou  from  the  BemingtODs; 
that  he  should  feel  very  much  aggrieved  if  he  was  not  permitted  to  hear 
our  statement,  and  that  if  he  was  not  allowed  to  receive  our  statetuenu 
he  would  throw  up  his  charge,  and  that  no  lawyer  in  the  United  States 
would  resume  it.  About  the  30th  of  the  niontii  he  called  on  me  again 
at  my  residence,  with  M.  de  Bugas,  who  was  the  ex-consul,  and  stated 
that  he  had  thrown  up  his  charge,  and  that  de  Bugas  was  iutrn^UML 
with  the  investigation,  and  if  I  wanted  to  make  any  statement  to  him  I 
could  do  so.  1  told  him  that  I  had  once  ottered  the  French  governmeot 
all  the  aid  I  could  iu  the  matter,  all  the  information  I  had,  but  that 
having  been  declined  by  Bellonnet,  I  did  not  choose  to  put  myseli  out 
of  the  way  again  in  the  matter,  and  moreover  the  Kemingtons  were 
about  returning  from  France  very  soon,  and  they  could  have  what  com 
munication  they  pleased  with  them. 

Q.  Did  the  marquis  state  to  you  distinctly  in  this  interview  that  he 
was  authorized  by  the  legation  to  confer  with  you  f — A.  No,  he  did  not. 
I  say  that  he  came  on  to  confer  with  me  and  was  refused  permissiou  hy 
Bellonnet  twice.  He  was  refused  the  first  time  and  applied  himself  for 
it  again,  and  was  refused  again,  and  felt  very  much  aggrieved  ahont  it. 
because  it  seemed  to  me  perfectly  of  a  piece  with  what  their  policy  bad 
been  previously,  sending  false  information  abroad,  did  not  give  much 
chance  for  justice. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  attorney  of  the  FrSnch  legation  in  Xew 
York  has  furnished  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  with  copies  of  communi- 
cations and  papers  in  his  possession  I — A.  No,  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  You  say  you  were  very  friendly  to  the  Kemingtons;  what  wen- 
your  relations  to  the  Kemingtons  f — A.  My  relations  have  been  with 
them  very  natural ;  I  was  engaged  on  the  Army  and  Navy  Jourual; 
engaged  in  writing  up  matters  of  arms  and  doing  business  with  aims 
manufacturers. 

Q.  You  say  you  are  doing  business  with  arms  manufacturers?— A.  I 
am  the  intermediary  of  the  paper  with  arms  manufacturers. 

Q.  Are  you  doing  any  business  with  arms  manufacturers  in  the  way  of 
dealing! — A.  Purchasing!  No. 

Q.  Ur  in  what  is  usually  called  a  business  way  ? — A.  They  do  a  great 
deal  of  business  with  the  Army  and  Navy  Jourual,  and  do  it  thraugh 
me. 

Q.  Advertising,  &c.  t — A.  Advertising  and  notices. 

Q.  Do  you  hold  any  stock  in  the  Remington  Company  f — A.  Not  a 
penny.    1  should  be  very  happy  to. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  it  good  stock!— A.  I  should  think  it  was. 

Q.  Have  you  had  anything  else  to  do  with  the  arms  sales  ? — A.  No^ 
sir,  I  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  arms  sales  at  all.  I  have  bad  ^ 
general  idea  of  the  arms  business. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  an  attemjit  to  buy  arms  yourself! — ^A.  Several 
times. 

Q.  During  the  period  of  the  French-German  war! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  were  they! — A.  I  had  occasion  at  one  time  to  buy  200,0(HI 
stand  of  arms.    I  was  unable  to  get  them. 

Q.  What  occasion! — A.  It  was  toward  the  close  of  the  war. 

Q.  W^hat  was  the  occasion!    \ou  say  you  had  occasiou  to  buy  200,000 
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stand  of  arms  ? — ^A.  A  man  iu  New  York,  who  had  a  French  corresi)oud- 
ent,  CJime  to  me  one  day,  to  see  if  I  could  purchase  arms. 

Q.  Who  was  he  f — A.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  pertinent  for  me  to 
state  that.  It  was  a  personal  affair.  It  did  not  result  in  anythiii^j.  1 
tried  to  get  the  arms,  but  could  noj^get  them. 

Q.  Did  you  make  application  to  the  Department  for  arms? — A.  !No, 
I  did  not  make  it  personally.    I  made  it  through  another  person. 

Q.  Through  what  person  did  you  jnake  it  ? — A.  Through  a  gentleman 
in  New  York. 

Q.  Who  was  he  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  even  but  what  he  is  here  iu  this 
city  now,  Mr.  Norman  Wiard. 

Q.  He  made  application  to  the  Department  for  you  ? — A.  I  think  he 
did,  I  made  application  once  or  twice,  myself  for  smaller  amounts  dur- 
ing the  war. 

Q.  W^hen  f — A.  I  cannot  tell.  It  is  fifteen  or  eighteen  months  ago. 
I  cannot  remember  the  precise  dates.  It  was  during  the  winter  of 
1870-'71. 

Q.  For  what  lots  of  arms  did  you  apply  ! — A.  For  different  lots  that 
1  heard  were  in  the  Department. 

Q.  What  kind  of  arms  ? — A.  I  made  at  one  time  a  bid  for  some  arms 
belonging  to  the  Navy  Department. 

Q.  What  arms  were  they  f — A.  Shaqys  ritles. 

Q.  Yon  did  not  get  them  ? — A.  I  did  not  get  them. 

Q.  What  other  apx)lication  did  you  makef — A.  I  think  I  made  a  bid 
for  some  small  lots  of  arms  that  the  War  Department  had — old  Galla- 
gher breech-loaders  and  Buruside  rifles. 

Q.  Did  you  make  application  in  writing? — A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  In  your  own  name? — A.  In  my  own  name. 

Q.  Did  you  employ-  any  intermediary  then  ? — A.  Xo ;  they  were  ad- 
vertised in  the  papers,  and  I  sent  on  a  bid. 

Q.  Who  was  the  person  who  had  communication  with  France  who 
asked  you  to  purchase  200,000  stand  of  arms  ? — A.  If  it  is  necessary  for 
me  to  state  it,  1  will  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  you  had  better  state  it. 

A.  It  was  Mr.  Mackenzie. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  ScnuRZ.)  Mortimer  L.  Mackenzie? — A.  Mortimer  L.  Mac- 
kenzie. 

Q.  lie  spoke  to  you  about  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  presume  if  he  had 
remembered  it,  he  would  have  mentioned  it  the  other  day.  I  see  he 
refeiTcd  to  that  verv  amount. 

Q.  What  was  his  distinct  proposition  ? — A.  I  cannot  remember  what 
the  price  was ;  I  can  remember  simply  this,  that  I  tried  to  get  the  anus 
at  a  certain  price,  and  I  think  the  Ordnance  Department  acted  very 
foolishly  in  sticking  for  the  price  which  they  had  fixed  at  that  time, 
asking  $12  30  a  stand. 

Q.  What  arras  were  they  ? — A.  Springfield  muskets. 

Q.'  Muzzle-loaders? — A.  Yes.  If  they  had  been  more  liberal,  they 
would  have  sold  300,000  stands  of  arms  at  least. 

(J.  You  say  the  Ordnance  Department  asked  a  price  which  you  thought 
was  too  high.  How  did  you  get  that  information  f — A.  1  know  there 
was  a  current  price.  If  I  remember  aright,  the  Ordnance  Department 
asked  just  about  the  same  price  all  the  time,  from  $12  05  to  $12  30. 

Q.  Did  you  get  that  information  directly  from  the  War  Department? — 
A.  I  think  I  got  the  information  directly  from  the  War  Department ; 
that  is,  the  person  who  w^as  operating  for  me  did;  Mr.  Wiard  got  the 
figures  from  the  War  Department,  if  I  remember  aright. 

33s  A 
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Q.  Did  be  come  to  Washington  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining !— A. 
I  do  not  remember  whether  he  did  or  not.  It  amounted  to  this,  that  we 
were  unsuccessful  in  getting  the  arms. 

Q.  And  he  informed  you  afterward  that  the  arms  could  only  be  sold 
at  such  a  price,  did  he  ? — A.  Yes;  J  knew  very  well  that  tbey  were 
asking  such  a  price.  I  simply-  made  an  effort  to  get  them  myself,  byre- 
presenting  that  the  Government  had  a  chance  to  sell,  which  might  nut 
ha]>i)en  again  in  ten  years,  30(),000  stand  of  arms. 

Q.  You  say  Mackenzie  made  that  ])ropo8ition  to  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  say  to  you  what  advantage  might  be  derived  by  you  if  von 
bought  these  200,000  stand  of  arms? — A.  tie  offered  me  so  much  for 
them  ;  I  forget  what  it  was. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.OIore  than  you  were  to  give,  of  course  t — A,  Yes,  sir. 

Bv  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Did  he  offer  you  a  price  for  them  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  price  did  he  offer  jou  for  them  ? — A.  That  1  do  not  reraem 
ber.    There  was  a  very  small  margin,  though. 

Q.  Did  he  offer  to  you  that  price  himself  personally  1 — A.  Per- 
sonally. 

Q.J^id  you  have  any  other  transactions  with  Mackenzie  about 
arms  i — Xo;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  You  say  the  money  which  Mr.  Eemington  put  at  your  disposal  was 
useil  for  nothing  else  but  to  controvert  the  affidavit  of  Hubbell  ?— A. 
Y'^on  labor  under  an  error.  lie  did  not  put  any  money  at  my  disiwsiil 
at  all ;  he  simply  authorized  me  to  spend  what  I  thought  was  proper. 

Q.  And  for  no  other  purpose  but  to  controvert  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Hubbell  f — A.  That  was  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  given  me,  and  for 
paying  the  general  expenses  of  getting  his  papers  vm'fL  &c. 

C^.  And  no  other  purpose  ? — A.  Xo  other  purpose.  There  was  no  ik)s- 
sible  occasion  for  Mr.  Kemington  spending  a  penny  in  getting  certifi- 
cates. 


Washington,  Ajml  5, 1S72. 

William  S.  Smoot  sworn  and  examined. 
By  the  Chair>ian  : 

Q.  Where  do  you  reside  ! — A.  I  reside  at  Ilion,  New  York. 

Q,  What  is  your  business ! — A.  1  am  at  present  in  the  employ  of  E. 
Remington  &  Sons. 

Q.  Are  you  interested  in  the  firm  ? — A.  I  am  not. 

i}.  Only  in  their  employment  f — A.  Merely  in  their  employ. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  service  of  the  United  states  in  the  late  war?— A. 
I  entered  the  United  States  Regular  Army  in  December,  1863.  I  «vas 
placed  on  duty  in  March,  18G4. 

The  CiiAuiMAN.  In  this  connection  I  will  put  in  some  evidence  from 
the  War  Department.  The  Secretary  of  War  furnishes  me  with  this 
memorandum : 

"  On  October  12,  1870,  Lieutenant  W.  S.  Smoot  of  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment tendered  resignation  as  first  lieutenant,  to  take  effect  Novem- 
ber 1,  1870. 

"  The  Secretary  of  War  directed  that  Lieutenant  Smoot  be  dischargeil 
(under  act  of  July  15,  1870,  with  one  vear's  pay,)  to  take  effect  Decem- 
ber 31,  1871. 
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"  On  leave  of  absence  from  October  16  to  December  31, 1870. 
"  See  pages  188  and  189  of  Army  liegister,  herewith." 
The  Array  Register  for  1871,  at  pages  188  and  189,  contains  the  fol- 
lowing : 

"  Discharged  under  8ecii<m  3  of  the  act  approved  July  15,  1870,  (197.) 

"First  Lieutenant  William  S.  Smoot,  Ordnance  Department,  Decem- 
ber 31,  1870." 

•  •  •  #  •  •  •      • 

Q.  Now  state  if  that  is  the- fact. — A.  That  is  the  fact. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 
Q.  Are  you  a  graduate  of  West  Point  ? — A.  I  am  not. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 
Q.  You  were  in  the  Ordnance ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chaib>ian: 

Q.  Were  you  in  December,  1870,  at  the  Frunkford  Arsenal  in  com« 
pany  with  Mr.  Eemington  ? — A.  I  was. 

Q.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  the  purpose  for  which  you  went 
there! — A.  I  was  in  New  York  a  few  days  previous  to  that  occa- 
sion, and  at  the  ordnance  agency  there  met  Colonel  Tread  well,  ^and 
Mr.  liemington  was  present  at  the  same  time.  Colonel  Treadwell 
had  some  samples  of  what  he  considered  an  improved  cartridge, 
with  which  they  had  been  experimenting.  Mr.  Remington  was  de- 
sirous of  seeing  the  arsenal.  I  was  also  desirous  of  examining  the 
vSiiops  there.  I  had  never  been  there,  although  I  had  been  in  the  Ord- 
nance Department;  and  the  next  day,  or  within  a  day  or  two  after 
meeting  Colonel  Treadwell,  and  seeing  this  modified  or  improved  car- 
tridge, I  proposed  to  Mr.  Remington  that  we  should  take  the  morn- 
ing train  and  go  down  there.  We  did  so,  and  spent  the  greater  portion 
of  the  afternoon  of  that  day  at  the  arsenal.  We  saw  tlie  cartridges, 
looked  through  the  place,  and  came  back  that  evening.  We  met  there 
General  Dyer  and  Colonel  Crispin,  who,  I  think — I  am  not  positive  about 
that,  however — had  come  on  from  Washington  that  morning.  We  met 
there  casually. 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge  that  they  were  to  be  there  ? — A.  We  had 
u%  knowledge  that  they  were  to  be  there.  Our  visit  there  had  no  signi- 
ficance whatever,  except  as  a  visit  of  inspection  or  a  visit  for  examina- 
tion of  the  cartridge  that  I  referred  to,  and  our  curiosity  to  see  the 
place. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  whether  Colonel  or  Major  Treadwell  stated  ta 
you  that  this  improved  cartridge  was  better  adapted  to  the  Remington 
gun ;  that  it  would  throw-  it  out  better  on  account  of  its  leverage  than 
any  other! — A.  I  do  remember  that  fact.  The  conversation  1  think 
had  its  inception  from  myself.  I  did  not  think  the  cartridge,  as  they 
were  then  making  it,  worked  as  well,  bnt  might  with  some  modifica- 
tions, and  he  produced  this  sample  that  he  had  in  his  pocket,  and 
asked  me  how  I  liked  that,  and  stated  that  that  did  work  better. 

Q.  Did  you  make  an  examination,  not  only  of  the  cartridges,  but  of 
the  works,  in  view  of  manufacturing  those  cartridges  yourselves  ? — A. 
We  did.  I  had  at  that  time  an  idea  that  it  might  be  advisable  for  us 
to  ohtain  a  certain  amount  of  cartridge  machinery  at  our  own  works, 
and  knowing  that  the  Government  had  some  surplus  machinery  that 
they  did  not  use,  and  probably  would  not  use,  I  thought  possibly  we 
might  at  some  time  make  a  purchase. 
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By  Mr.  A3fES : 

Q.  As  I  understand  you,  at  tbat  time  you  had  engaged  yourself  to  E, 
Remington  &  Sons? — A.  Not  iu  the  same  way  that  I  am  there  now; 
not  entirely ;  I  had  partially.  It  was  an  experimental  connection  en- 
tirely ;  it  was  nothing  positive  and  definite.  I  considered  myself  at 
liberty  to  leave  whenever  I  saw  fit,  and  they  at  liberty  to  sever  the  con- 
nection on  their  x)art.    They  enjoyed  only  a  small  portion  of  my  time. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  you  left  here  and  went  away  under  leave  of  absence,  with 
your  resignation  accepted  prospectively,  did  you  not  consider  yourself 
at  liberty  to  engage  in  any  kind  of  business  you  pleased  ? — A.  1  cer- 
tainly did. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  You  considered  yourself  virtually  out  of  the  service  ? — A.  I  con- 
sidered myself  virtually^  and  entirely  out  of  the  service. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  hear  any  conversation  while  at  the  Frankford  arsenal,  or 
*was  there  any  conversation  between  you  and  Mr.  Kemington,  or  between 
all  of  you,  about  the  purchase  of  cartridges  f — A.  I  am  quite  detmitein 
the  statement  that  there  was  no  conversation  between  us  relative  to  the 
pur(?luise  of  cartridges  at  that  time. 

Q.  And  you  went  there  for  no  purpose  of  having  them  manufac- 
tured f — A.  For  no  purpose  of  that  sort  whatever. 

By  Mr.  Logan  : 

Q.  Were  you  appointed  to  the  ordnance  branch  of  the  service  or  to 
the  linef — A.  I  was  appointed  to  neither.  1  was  transferred  from 
the  volunteer  service  to  the  Ordnance  Department,  after  passing  an  ex- 
amination. There  was  some  three,  or  four,  or  five  of  us  transferred  at 
the  same  time,  I  think. 

Q.  In  what  arm  of  the  service  were  j'ou  commissioned  ? — A.  I  was  iu 
the  Maryland  infantry  originally. 

Q.  You  were  recora missioned,  were  you  not,  or  merely  transferred  ?— 
A.  I  was  recommissioned,  of  course.  My  commission  was  coufirmed 
by  the  Senate  in  the  usual  way. 

Q.  What  arm  of  the  service  was  that  commission  in  ? — A.  My  first 
commission  was  in  the  volunteer  infantry ;  the  second  was  in  the  Ord- 
nance Department  of  the  Army. 

Q.  When  you  were  discharged  you  were  paid  a  year's  pay  on  your 
resignation  f — A.  I  was  paid  a  year's  pay  on  my  resignation,  as  was 
provided  by  act  of  Congress,  I  think,  of  Jidy,  1870. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Was  there  any  conversation  between  General  Dyer  and  Mr.  Kem- 
ington there  at  the  arsenal  at  that  time  that  jou  were  not  present  atf— 
A.  I  think  not.    1  am  quite  definite  that  1  was  x>resent. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  When  did  your  business  relations  with  Remington  commence  after 
you  left  the  Department? — A.  I  left  Washington,  as  well  as  I  rememl)er. 
on  or  about  the  10th  or  loth  of  November,  and  went  up  to  the  arujory. 

Q.  To  what  armory? — A.  To  Ilion.  I  was  there  a  portion  of  tlie 
time,  and  in  !New  York  a  portion  of  the  time,  until  on  or  about  April  of 
the  next  year.  On  or  about  April  of  the  next  year  I  confined  myself  to 
the  armory,  and  took,  as  far  as  I  was  able  to  do,  charge  of  the  works, 
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under  the  direction  of  the  elder  brother  of  the  firm,  whose  health  is  not 
very  good,  and  who  contemplated  at  that  time  an  absence  of  some 
months. 

Q.  What  was  the  precise  nature  of  j'our  employment  when  you  en- 
tered into  the  service  of  tlie  Remingtons,  or  since,  in  November,  1870  f — 
A.  It  was  more  in  an  experimental  way.  I  had  some  ideas  of  modify- 
ing or  experimenting  in  guns,  and  what  I  did  there  was  entirely  in  that 
direction — making  models  and  experimenting. 

Q.  You  experimented  I — A.  Simply  experimented. 

Q.  And  made  models  I — A.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  made  the 
models  myself,  but  1  directed  them. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  pay  of  the  firm  of  Eemington  &  Sons  then  f — A. 
I  was  in  the  pay  of  the  firm  at  that  time. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  employed  by  Mr.  Thomas  Richardson  for  any- 
thing ! — A.  I  acted  for  Mr.  Thomas  Richardson  in  arranging  a  purchase 
of  breech-loading  Springfield  muskets  and  cartridges. 

Q.  When  did  you  commence  acting  for  Mr.  Thomas  Richardson  ? — A. 
I  think  it  was  in  the  early  part  of  the  month  of  November. 

Q.  About  what  time  f — A.  I  cannot  give  the  precise  date. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Richardson  himself  apply  to  you  ? — A.  I  do  not  think 
that  Mr.  Riehardsc^n  did  apply  to  me  personally.  I  think  it  came 
through  Mr.  Remington.  I  think  the  arrangement  was  betweeq^  Mr. 
Eemington  and  Mr.  Richardson,  and  that  it  came  to  me  through  Mr. 
Kemington. 

Q.  So  I  understand  you  that  Mr.  Remington  put  you  at  the  disposal 
of  Mr.  Richardson  in  the  transaction  of  that  business.  Is  that  it,  vir- 
tually ? — A.  Well,  you  may  put  it  in  that  way  if  you  see  fit.  I  acted 
as  agent  for  Mr.  Richardson  in  the  matter. 

Q.  What  were  the  services  you  rendered  for  Mr.  Richardson  ! — A.  I 
had  several  interviews  with  Colonel  Crispin. 

Q.  W^hen  ? — A.  In  Xew  York,  in  December  I  think  they  were,  and 
one  with  General  Dyer  in  Washington. 

Q.  What  were  they  about? — A.  In  relation  to  the  sale  of  certain 
breech-loading  Springfield  muskets  and  cartridges  to  Thomas  Richard- 
son. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Richardson  ever  give  you  a  power  in  writing  to  act  for 
him  I — A.  My  action  was  not  such  as  to  require  any  power  in  writing. 
It  was  simply  to  ascertain  whether  the  Government  would  sell  them, 
and  when  they  could  deliver  them. 

Q.  Had  you  authority  from  Mr.  Richardson  to  buy! — A.  I  did  not 
buy. 

Q.  Had  you  authority  from  Mr.  Richardson  to  buy  f — A.  I  had  not, 
and  did  not  purchase  anything.  I  was  simply  to  ascertain  whether 
they  would,  and  under  what  conditions  they  would,  sell. 

Q.  So  you  introduced  yourself  verbally  as  Mr.  Richardson's  agent  f — 
A.  There  were,  as  I  remember — I  am  quite  positive  on  that  point — no 
written  communications  between  myself  and  the  Department  or  Colonel 
Crispin.    It  was  entirely  a  verbal  matter. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  written  communications  passed  between 
Mr.  Richardson  and  the  Department  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  do  know 
all.    I  know  of  one. 

Q.  What  was  that? — A.  That  was  the  letter  dated,  I  think,  the  19th 
or  29th,  at  any  rate,  in  the  latter  part  of  December,  oflfering  to  pur- 
chase these  Springfield  breech-loading  muskets. 

Q.  Did  you  carry  that  letter  yourself  I — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  You  say  that  was  the  proposal  made  by  Mr.  Richardson  to  the 
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Ordnance  Department  to  purchase  those  arms,  was  it? — A.  Yes;  as  far 
as  I  know. 

Q.  There  was  a  letter  addressed  to  Colonel  Crispin*  by  Mr.  Richard- 
son in  this  language : 

*'  ILION,  New  York,  December  29, 1870. 

*' Colonel:  T  desire  to  buy  all  the  breech  loading  Springfields,  ..Vi 
caliber,  that  the  United  States  Government  will  sell,  for  which  I  will 
pay  established  prices. 

^*  Very  resi)ectfully, 

"THOS.  RICHARDSON. 

"  Colonel  S.  Crispin." 

• 

Is  that  the  letter  you  refer  to  ! — A.  That  is  it. 

Q.  8o  that  was  Mr.  Richardson's  bid  for  those  arms  ? — A.  It  was. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  that  was  the  only  bid  made  by  Mr. 
Richardson  f — A.  It  is  the  only  bid  of  which  I  have  any  knowledge.  Pn»- 
vious  to  the  occasion  of  offering  that  bid  I  had  had  these  interviews  I 
refer  to,  and  had  ascertained  that  these  arms  would  be  sold  at  this  price. 

Q.  With  whom  did  you  have  those  interviews  ! — A.  I  had  one  or  more 
at  New  York  with  Colonel  Crispin,  and  one  at  Washington  with  Gvn- 
eral  Dyer. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Remington  in  New  York  at  that  time  ? — A.  Mr. 
Remington  was  staying  at  the  Hoffman  House  at  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  meet  him  at  the  ordnance  office  in  New  York ! — A.  I 
have  met  him  there;  I  cannot  say  on  what  occasions. 

Q.  Those  arms  were  bought  by  Mr.  Richardson  for  Mr.  Remington, 
were  they  not  ? — A.  They  were  bought  by  Mr.  Richardson  for  himself. 

Q.  Did  they  not  pass  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Remington  ? — A.  He  sold 
them  to  Mr.  liemington. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Richardson  derived  any  profit  from  the 
arms? — A.  I  am  under  the  impression  he  did  not.  He  made  a  profit  od 
the  cartridges.    That  was  the  only  profit  he  made  in  the  transaction. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Colonel  Crispin  about  the 
cartridges  ? — A.  Yes,  I  did  have. 

Q.  Had  you  had  any  transactions  with  the  ordnance  bureau  in  Xew 
York  before  you  commenced  representing  Mr.  Richardson? — A,  I  had 
had  as  the  agent  of  other  parties — Austin  Baldwin  &  Co. 

Q.  What  was  3'our  employment  there? — A.  As  agent  to  examine  iind 
see  that  the  goods  purchased  by  them  from  the  Ordnance  Department 
were  in  proper  condition,  properly  packed. 

Q.  Did  you  also  have  any  transactions  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau  as  the 
agent  of  Mr.  Remington? — A.  I  think  not. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Up  to  the  time  when  you  made  a  permanent  agreement  with  the 
Remingtons,  were  you  or  were  you  not  in  the  employment  of  others  as 
well  as  the  Remingtons? — A.  I  was  rei)resenting  others  as  well  as  the 
Remingtons. 

By  Mr,  ScnuEZ : 

Q.  What  was  the  nature  of  your  employment  by  Austin  Baldwin  & 
Co.  ? — A.  As  agent  to  examine  these  goods. 

Q.  You  say  when  you  were  at  Frankford  you  were  present  at  all  the 
conversations  that  took  place  there  ? — A.  1  think  I  was  present  at  all 
of  them. 
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Q.  How  long  were  you  there  f — A.  We  arrived  there  about  one  o'clock 
iu  the  afternoon,  and  left  about  five. 

Q.  And  were  .together  all  the  time  ? — A.  Yes.  We  were  not  in  one 
place  all  the  time.  We  were  looking  around  the  arsenal ;  in  fact,  we 
made  quit«  a  complete  tour  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Colonel  Squire  at  the  ordnance  bureau  in  New 
York! — A.  I  have  met  him  there. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  together  with  Colonel  Crispin  f — A.  I  have  seen 
liim  with  Colonel  Crispin  there. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  business  he  had  there ! — A.  I  am  unable  to 
say  positively. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  the  talk  ? — A.  If  I  did,  I  did  not  listen. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Eemington  there  ? — A.  I  have  seen  him  there. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  business  he  had  there  ? — A.  I  never  listen  to 
other  people's  conversations. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  there  frequently  ?— A.  I  saw  him  there  several 
times;  1  am  unable  to  say  how  many. 

Q.  That  was  during  the  month  of  December,  1870,  was  it  ? — A.  It 
was  during  that  month,  and  after  that  also. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  any  correspondence  having  been  carried  on  be- 
tween Mr.  Richardson  and  the  Ordnance  Bureau  about  cartridges  ? — A. 
There  was  no  correspondence  on  that  subject,  I  think.  I  think  what  ar- 
rangements were  made  in  that  respect  were  made  by  me  verbally. 

Q.  Did  3'Ou  make  any  proposition  for  the  pufchase  of  cartridges  f — 
A.  That  was  a  sine  qua  non  of  the  purchase  of  the  guns. 

Q.  I  was  not  asking  about  that.  Did  you  ever  make  any  distinct 
proposition  for  the  purchase  of  cartridges  f 

The  Witness.  Do  you  mean  by  that,  did  we  ever  offer  to  purchase 
cartridges,  and  pay  a  certain  price  for  them  f 

Mr.  ScHURZ.    Yes. 

A.  Certainly,  in  connection  with  these  guns. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  SonuRZ.)  How  were  those  proposals  made  f 

A.  Made  verbally. 

Q.  And  were  made  by  you? — A.  They  were  made  by  me. 

Q.  And  you  had  no  written  authority,  or  anything  of  the  kind,  from 
Mr.  Richardson  to  make  purchases  for  him  ? — A.  I  have  already  stated 
tliat  the  propositions,  as  far  as  I  made  them,  were  simply  prelim- 
inary arrangements.  I  ascertained  from  the  Department  the  fact  that 
these  guns  would  be  sold,  and  cartridges  would  be  sold  with  them,  at 
certain  prices. 

Q.  You  said,  also,  you  did  not  make  any  purchases  for  Mr.  Richard- 
son ?— A.  I  made  no  purchases.  I  made  simply  the  preliminary  ar- 
rangements. 

Q.  And  you  say,  also,  that  no  papers  passed  as  to  the  purchase  of 
cartridges  between  Mr.  Eichardson  and  the  Ordnance  Bureau ! — ^A.  Not 
tbat  I  have  any  knowledge  of. 

Q.  Do  you  say,  then,  that  the  purcliase  of  cartridges  was  made  by 
you! — A.  I  have  already  stated  all  that  I  can  state  in  that  particular. 
1  tbiuk  I  have  made  myself  clear. 

Q.  You  say  what! — A.  I  say  I  have  already  stated  all  that  I  can  state 
ill  that  particular.  1  thought  I  had  made  myself  clear.  I  stated,  to 
recapitulate,  that  the  preliminary  arrangements  were  made  by  me 
verbally,  in  so  far  as  ascertaining  whether  or  not,  and  at  what  prices,  the 
Department  would  sell  arms  with  cartridges. 

Q.  And  that  was  all! — A.  That  was  all. 

Q.  You  say  that  you  met  Treadwell  and  Remington  at  the  ordnance 
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agency  at  Now  York  ?    A.  I  met  them  at  the  ordnance  agency  at  New 
York. 

Q.  Before  you  went  io  Frankford  arsenal  f — A.  That  was  before  we 
went  to  Frankford  arsenal. 

Q.  And  the  merits  of  some  cartridges  were  considered  t — A.  Tbey 
were. 

Q.  What  cartridge  was  that? — A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  convey  to 
you  an  idea  of  the  cartridge  without  making  a  sketch  of  it,  if  you  waut 
an  accurate  knowledge  of  it.    I  can  describe  it  in  general  terms. 

Q.  A  cartridge  for  what  gun  I — A.  For  this  particular  size  the  sample 
was  for  a  .50  caliber  ritie. 

Q.  As  used  in  the  United  States  Army  I — A.  Or  as  used  in  any  other 
army,  of  that  caliber  and  chamber. 

Q.  I  was  asking  whether  it  was  for  a  .50  caliber  rifle,  such  as  is  used 
in  the  United  States  Army. — A.  It  is  a  cartridge  of  that  description. 
The  Remington  .50  caliber  rifle  also  uses  a  cartridge  of  the  same  descrip- 
tion. 

Q.  You  say  the  cartridges  had  to  go  along  with  the  guns  ?  Did  you 
have  uny  correspondence  for  Mr.  Richardson  with  the  Frankford  arse- 
nal about  the  delivery  of  those  cartridges  f — A.  !No,  I  think  not  I  may 
possibly  have  sent  a  telegram  in  his  name,  or  something  of  that  sort, 
occasionally,  to  hun\v  them  forward. 

Q.  Can  you  not  remember  any  f — A.  I  cannot  remember  any  definite 
occasion.  I  think  it  Very  possible  I  may  have  done  so ;  very  proba- 
bly, in  fact. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  any  record  of  the  telegrams  and  letters  you  write?— 
A.  I  do,  from  our  otiice  at  Ilion  ;  but  when  I  am  ktiockiug  around,  1  do 
not. 

Q.  Do  j'ou  know  whether  you  kept  any  record  of  correspondence,  if 
you  had  any  ? — A.  Nothing  of  that  sort  came  from  Ilion. 

Q.  When  were  the  cartridges  delivered  ? — A.  1  am  unable  to  give  the 
precise  dates.  A  portion  of  them,  I  think,  were  delivered  in  January, 
but  I  am  unable  to  give  the  dates  with  sufiicient  exactness  to  state 
them. 

Q.  How  many  cartridges  were  delivered  to  Mr.  Richardson !— A.  I 
think  some  six  millions;  I  am  under  that  impression. 

Q.  Were  those  cartridges  on  hand  when  the  guns  were  bought?— A. 
Thev  were  not. 

ft/ 

Q.  How  many  were  on  hand  f — A.  My  impression  is  not  deflnite,  but 
1  think  there  were  several  millions  on  hand. 

Q.  Were  there  not  a  great  many  wanting  to  make  the  complemeut  ?— 
A.  There  wei'e  some  wanting  to  make  the  complement. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  those  catridges  were  manufactured !— A. 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  fact  where  they  were  manufactured;  I  pre- 
sume them  to  have  been  manufactured  at  Frankford. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  carry  on  any  corresi)ondence  about  that — that  the 
cartridges  which  were  wanting  to  fill  up  the  required  number  should  be 
manufactured  at  Frankford  arsenal? — A.  1  do  not  think  I  ever  had 
any  correspondence  on  that  subject.  1  may  have  sent  dispatches  to 
Frankford  asking  them  to  hurry  them  forward.  That  is  the  general 
store-house,  1  believe,  for  catridges,  both  of  their  own  manufacture  and 
of  otheis. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  If  any  such  telegrams  were  sent,  in  whose  name  would  they  have 
been  ? — A.  Thomas  Richardson's. 
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Q.  And  you  would  keep  no  record  of  Thomas  Richardson's  telegrams, 
would  3'ou  ) — A.  I  should  not. 

By  Mr.  S^CHURZ : 

Q.  Do  you  have  any  interest  in  the  business  of  the  Bemington  firm  ? 
A.  I  have  not. 
Q.  None  whatever! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  At  the  time  you  were  at  the  Frankford  arsenal,  was  Colonel 
Squire  there  t — A.  He  was  not. 


Washington,  April  8, 1872. 
Daniel  Shea  sworn  and  examined. 

Bv  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Question.  Are  j^ou  the  owner  of  a  certain  number  of  lighters  in  New 
York  f — Answer.  I  own  some  and  control  some. 

Q.  Did  you  do  any  lightering  and  shipping  for  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment during  the  period  of  the  French-German  war  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  paid  you  then ;  under  whose  control  were  you  then ! — A. 
The  Ordnance  Department  paid  me  some,  and  different  parties  that  I 
did  work  for  paid  me. 

Q.  When  you  lightered  ordnance  stores  sold  by  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment, were  you  then  paid  by  the  Ordnance  Department? — A.  Yes, 
8ir. 

Q.  W'hen  lightering  those  stores,  from  whom  did  you  receive  your 
orders  and  instructions  as  to  where  to  carry  the  goods  ? — A.  From  Mr. 
Hall,  generally,  a  clerk  in  the  Ordnance  Department. 

Q.  He  gave  you  the  instructions  as  to  what  piers  to  carry  the  goods 
to! — A.  Yes,  sir;  he,  or  a  man  by  the  name  of  Riley. 

Q.  Did  the  instructions  and  orders  you  got  from  Mr.  Kiley  come  from 
Mr.  Hall  also,  through  Mr.  Riley  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  Mr.  Riley  gave  them  to  you  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Hall  t — A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  you  were  employed  in  lightering  those 
goods  in  pursuance  of  an  arrangement  made  between  Colonel  Squire 
aud  Colonel  Crispin  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  Colonel  Squire  f — A'.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  instructions  from  Colonel  Squire  as  to 
shipping  goods  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  did  lightering  for  him. 

Q.  But  when  you  had  to  ship  goods  for  the  Ordnance  Department, 
when  you  were  under  the  orders  of  Mr.  Hall,  did  you  then  receive  in- 
structions and  take  instructions  from  Colonel  Squire  also! — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  You  then  took  them  only  from  Mr.  Hall! — A.  From  Mr.  Hall. 

Q.  Through  Mr.  Riley  !— A.  Through  Mr.  Riley. 

Q.  Did  you  frequently  go  to  the  ordnance  department  at  New  York? — 
A.  Occasionally  I  used  to  call  around  there  in  the  mornings  to  see  what 
was  going  on. 

Q.  Whom  did  you  meet  there  ! — ^A.  Mr.  Hall. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conferences  about  this  business  with  Colonel 
Crispin  himself  t — A.  No,  *r. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Colonel  Squire  there  in  consultation  with  Mr.  Hall 
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about  the  lightering  and  shipping  of  goods? — A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not.  I 
saw  Mr.  Squire  in  the  ordnance  office  there,  occasionally. 

Q.  In  consultation  with  whom  t — A.  I  have  seen  him  pass  right  in 
the  office.  , 

Q.  When  you  took  goods  to  piers  and  docks,  did  you  see  whether  the 
goods  were  transferred  to  the  ships  directly  f — A.  Yes,  sir,  generally. 
I  was  there  when  the  goods  were  unloaded,  pretty  much. 

Q.  Were  they  taken  from  the  lighters  directly  to  the  ship  and  hoisteil 
right  up  f — ^A.  Sometimes ;  and  sometimes  I  delivered  them  on  the  pier. 

Q.  Did  you  get  any  receipts  from  anybody  for  the  goods  you  de- 
livered ? — A.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Riley  generallj'  received  the  goods 
jfrom  the  i)arties  that  brought  the  stuff,  and  when  I  delivered  the  gotnU 
I  got  a  receipt  from  Eiley  to  show  that  I  had  delivered  them,  so  a^  to 
clear  me. 

Q.  So  you  got  all  your  receipts  from  Mr.  Riley  1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  take  goods  from  one  pier  to  auother  by  order  of  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  ? — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  I  do  not  know  whether  you  understand  my  question.  When  you 
had  shipped  goods  to  a  pier,  did  it  happen  that  orders  subsequently 
arrived  from  the  Ordnance  Bureau  to  take  them  to  another  pier !— A. 
Ko,  sir.  I  used  to  get  orders  from  the  parties  who  owned  the  gowls 
occasionally,  though,  but  very  seldom — I  think  it  was  about  once  or 
twice — to  take  them  to  another  place. 

Q.  From  the  parties  who  owned  them  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Who  were  those  parties  ? — A.  Colonel  Squire,  Mr.  Pond,  Mr.  Starr, 
and  different  i^arties  whose  names  I  do  not  now  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  goods  having  been  taken  directly  from  the 
lighters  on  board  the  ship  at  pier  No.  50  !— A.  Yes;  the  first  guns  that 
I  took  up  there  were  taken  from  the  lighters  on  to  the  steamer.  Tbey 
were  ordered  in  there  by  the  parties  on  the  steamer. 

Q.  When  was  that  ? — A.  Those  were  the  first  guns  that  were  sold,  I 
believe.  Mr.  Squire  gave  me  the  orders  to  ship.  I  did  that  work  for 
him. 

Q.  Then  you  were  not  in  the  employ  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau ! — A.  ^o, 
sir;  not  at  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  afterward  deliver  ordnance  stores  at  pier  No.  50?— A  I 
did,  on  the  pier. 

Q.  Were  they  not  taken  on  board  the  ship  directly  from  the  hgbters 
sometimes  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Remington  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  connection  with  the  Ordnance  Bureau  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  They  emploj^ed  you  to  do  their  lighterage  as  other  men  employed 
you  f — A.  Just  the  same. 

Q.  In  the  ordinary  transaction  of  your  business,  if  you  were  to  take 
any  kind  of  merchandise  to  a  certain  pier,  and  the  ship  lying  alonjrside 
of  that  pier  should  prefer  to  take  them  from  the  lighter  directly  on 
board  instead  of  landing  them  on  the  pier,  would  that  be  in  accordance 
with  the  usage  of  merchants? — A.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  would  rather  ?o 
alongside  of  the  vessel  if  they  required  it,  because  they  could  hoist  np 
the  goods  by  their  tackling,  and  I  could  get  clear  of  them  so  much  quicker 
by  going  alongside  of  the  vessel. 

Q.  As  a  man  employed  in  lighterage,  if,  after  you  had  agi'eed  to  de- 
liver goods  at  a  certain  pier,  the  shippers  preferred  to  take  them  directly 
on  board  instead  of  landing  them  on  the  pi©r,  would  you  not  regard 
that  as  a  compliance  with  your  contract  f — A.  uertainly. 
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By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Would  yon  consider  it  also  as  an  accommodation  to  the  parties 
concerned! — A.  Yea, sir;  I  would. 

Q.  To  those  who  wanted  to  ship  the  ^oods  f — A.  It  would  be,  some- 
times. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Would  it  be  to  those  who  shipped,  or  to  those  who  received  f — A. 
Either  one.  If  the  vessel  was  going  to  take  those  goods  on  board,  it 
would  be  the  handiest  to  get  the  lighter  alongside,  provided  there  w-as 
room  to  hoist  the  goods  right  on  board ;  they  could  do  it  so  much  quicker. 

Q.  Would  you  call  that  an  obligation  to  the  person  who  had  bought 
the  goods  and  was  shipping  them,  or  to  the  person  who  had  sold  the 
goods  f — A.  To  the  person  who  bought  the  goods. 

Q.  What  is  the  practice  in  delivering  goods  at  piers  on  vessels  f — A. 
If  you  want  them  alongside  of  the  vessel,  they  generally  go  alongside 
and  hoist  them  right  aboard.  It  is  more  expensive  to  land  them  on  the 
pier,  because  then  you  have  got  to  wheel  them  to  where  the  vessel  is. 

Q.  And  then  they  put  them  on  the  tackles  at  the  ship's  side  f — A. 
Yes,  sir ;  and  hoist  them  on  board. 

Q.  Then  do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  it  is  generally  the  practice, 
if  the  lighter  can  conveniently  go  alongside  the  ship,  to  put  her  there 
and  unload  her  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  business  f — A.  About  twenty  years, 
more  or  less. 

TELEGRAM  FROM  GENERAL  SCHOFIELD. 

The  Chairman  stated  that  he  had  received  the  following  letter  from 
General  Schofield,  confirming  his  former  telegram  : 

"  Headquarters,  Military  Division  of  the  Pacific, 

"  San  Francisco^  California^  March  28, 1872. 

"  Hon.  H.  Hamlin, 

"  United  States  Senate^  WashingtoUj  D.  C: 

"  My  recollection  of  my  construction  of  the  law  of  July,  1868,  rela- 
tive to  sale  of  arms,  ordnance,  and  ordnance  stores,  agrees  substan- 
tially with  the  testimony  of  General  Dyer  before  your  committee. 

"  J.  M.  SCHOFIELD, 

^^  Major  General. 
"  Official  copy  respectfully  forwarded  by  mail. 

"  J.  M.  SCHOFIELD, 

*'  Major  Oeneral,^ 

RESOLUTION  OF  FRENCH  COMMITTEE. 

The  Chairman  also  presented  the  following  communication  from  the 
Secretary  of  State : 

"Department  of  State, 
"  Washington,  April  5, 1872. 

"  Sir  :  Referring  to  your  letter  of  the  18th  ultimo,  upon  the  subject  of 
a  resolution  alleged  to  have  been  adopted  by  the  committee  of  the 
French  national  assembly  on  war  contracts,  inquiring  into  the  conduct 
of  United  States  officials  concerned  therein,  and  to  my  reply  of  the  20th 
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• 

ultimo,  I  now  have  the  honor  to  inclose,  for  the  information  of  the  com- 
mittee of  which  yon  are  chairman,  a  translation  of  a  note  of  the  30th 
ultimo  upon  the  subject,  from  the  chargi  Waffaires  of  France. 
*'  I  have  the  honor  to  be,*  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

"  HAMILTON  FISH. 
"  Hon.  Hannibal  Hamlin, 

"  Chahtnan  of  the  Commitiee  on  Investigation 

"  of  Sale  of  ArniSy  iScc.^  United  States  Senate?^ 

[Inclosure.] 

"  Mr.  de  Bellonnet  to  Mr.  Fish,  March  30, 1872.'' 

[Translatiou.] 

"Legation  of  France  in  the  United  States, 

"  Washington^  March  30, 1872. 

"Mr.  Secretary  of  State:  The  commission  appointed  by  the 
national  assembly'  of  France  to  investigate  the  matter  of  the  purchases 
made  during  the  war  has  been  surprised  by  a  telegram  published  by  the 
Kew  York  Associated  Press,  which  attributed  to  it  the  adoption  of  a 
resolution  of  inquiry  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the  officers  of  the 
United  States.  It  has  requested  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  to  con- 
tradict this  report,  and  I  hasten  to  inform  you  officially,  by  order  of  M. 
de  Bemusat,  that  it  did  not  adopt  the  resolution  in  question,  and  that  it 
has  addressed  no  request  for  investigation  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States. 

"Be  pleased  to  accept,  Mr.  Secretary  of  State,  the  assurance  of  my 
very  high  consideration. 

"HENEY  DE  BELLONET. 

"Hon.  Hamilton  Fish, 

Secretary  of  State,^ 


Washington,  April  8, 1872. 
Marcellus  Hartley  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Question.  Were  you  in  anyway  connected  with  sales  of  arras  by  the 
Government  during  the  period  of  the  French-German  war! — Answer. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  please  state  what  your  connection  with  them  was. 

The  Witness.  Do  you  mean  the  connection  with  this  Government  or 
the  French  government? 

The  Chairman.  Not  the  French  government. 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  Your  connection  with  these  purchases  generally. 

The  Chairman.  Within  the  scope  of  the  resolution  under  which  the 
committee  are  axsting. 

A.  I  can  state  our  position  at  the  time  this  war  broke  out,  if  you  will 
allow  me,  with  reference  to  the  arms,  if  that  has  any  bearing  upon 
it.  It  is  a  pretty  broad  question.  At  the  beginning  of  the  French  war 
we  had  a  very  large  stock  of  arms,  and  we  sent  one  of  our  young  men 
to  Europe.  We  sent  samples  to  London,  samples  to  Germany,  and 
samples  to  France.  Mr.  Beynolds  went  with  them,  and  about  the  15th 
of  September,  1870,  he  consummated  a  contract  with  the  government  of 
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September  4,  the  new  government  after  the  overthrow  of  ISTapoleon. 
Tbat  contract  was  telegraphed  to  us.  A  credit  was  to  be  opened 
through  the  French  consul  at  Now  York,  and  the  goods  were  to  be 
delivered  and  payment  made  by  him.  We  went  to  work  and  executed 
that  contract.  It  took  us  about  six  weeks  or  two  months  probably  to 
execute  that  contract. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  time  did  you  say  that  was  ? — A,  The  date  of  the  first  tele- 
fjrara  confirming  the  contract  was  September  15, 1870.  Mr  Reynolds  got 
locked  up  in  Paris. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Re^^nolds  was  the  young  man  you  speak  off — A.  Yes,  sir.  He 
l?()t  locked  up  in  Paris,  but  subsequently  got  out  in  a  balloon.  Our 
communications  with  the  French  government  then  were  with  the  gov- 
ernment at  Tours,  through  the  consul  at  New  York.  We  sent  a  num- 
ber of  telegrams  and  we  did  make  some  sales,  and,  of  course  we  made 
many*  purchases,  of  which  there  is  a  record  which  you  have,  and  you 
can  see  what  they  were.    That  was  our  position  at  that  time. 

Q.  Were  those  sales  of  arms  tliat  you  had  in  your  possession  as  mer- 
chants!— A.  Yes,  sir.  We  purchased  the  Sharp's  Rifle  Company  stock, 
and  the  balance  of  the  stock  of  the  Spencer  Company  after  they  were 
broken  up,  and  we  had  some  Remingtons.  We  own  the  Union  Metallic 
Company  works  at  Bridgeport,  where  we  made  the  ammunition,  but 
their  requirements  were  400  cartridges  per  gun,  and  we  had  to  buy  some 
from  tlie  Government. 

Q.  What  kind  of  cartridges  did  you  buy  from  the  Government  ? — A. 
Si)(»ncer's. 

Q.  Were  those  cartridges  which  the  Government  had  on  hand,  or  did 
they  manufaeture  them  for  you  ? — A.  They  were  some  they  had  been 
carrying  for  a  long  while. 

Q.  What  was  your  connection  with  the  Government  sales  which  took 
place  in  Oct<)ber  f — A.  We  purchased  from  the  Government  5,000  Spen- 
cer carbines ;  we  made  an  otter  at  $18,  and  they  were  awarded  to  us  at 
$20.  We  took  them.  We  made  an  ofter  for  some  ammunition  of  dif- 
ferent kinds — Springfield  ammunition,  for  810,  I  think,  and  they  would 
not  accept  it.  We  olfered  $12,  and  they  would  not  accept  it.  So  all 
those  things  went  for.  The  real  purchases  you  will  find  stated  in  the 
list  you  have.  The  Spencer  ammunition,  T  think,  they  put  the  price 
up  on,  too.  We  bought  some  Sharp's  cartridges  at  $10^  and  $16,  as 
yon  will  see.  Five  million  caps  we  bought  at  40  cents ;  that  was  in  Xo- 
vember. 

Q.  The  sales  I  more  particularly  referred  to  were  those  tliat  were 
made  about  the  middle  of  October,  the  awards  of  which  were  given  on 
the  20tli,  and  I  should  like  U)  know  whether  you  had  any  connection 
with  the  firm  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons  in  those  sales. — A.  You  mean 
the  Springfield  purchase  f 

(J.  I  suppose  it  was  of  Springfield  rifles. — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  made  an 
agreement  with  Mr.  Squire  U)  put  in  a  bid  for  those  goods,  and  I  bought 
them.  1  made  an  agreement  with  Boker  &  Co.,  and  put  in  a  bid.  They 
were  awarded  to  us.  We  put  in  a  bid,  I  think,  for  300,000,  but  we  did 
not  get  so  many.  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  got  some  150,000,  and  we  got 
the  balance,  I  think.  The  ammunition  we  put  in  a  bid  for,  but  we  did 
not  get  that.  I  think  we  put  in  a  bid  for  twenty-five  or  fifty  millions  ; 
my  memory  does  not  serve  me  about  the  amount ;  but  we  did  not  get  it. 
Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  got  it. 
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Q.  Was  your  understanding  with  Colonel  Squire  that,  after  the  War 
Department  had  refused  to  sell  to  hitn,  you  should  make  bids  for  anns, 
and  then,  if  the  arms  were  awarded  to  you,  you  were  to  transfer  them  to 
Eemington  and  Sons? — A.  No;  it  was  not  exactly  that  way.  Colonel 
Squire  never  told  me  that  his  bids  had  been  refused.  I  learned  that 
from  some  other  source :  but  I  really  suggested,  I  think,  putting  these 
bids  in  for  Colonel  Squire  before  he  did  it  to  me ;  and  the  reason  was 
this :  that  as  an  arms-dealer  I  thought  the  arms-dealers  in  New  York 
were  entitled  to  that  business,  and  that  we  ought  to  be  doing  it. 

Q.  Did  you  do  it  for  the  reason  that  you  thought  JRemingtou  &  Sons 
had  a  sort  of  monopoly  of  the  trade! — A.  No,  sir.  The  reason  it  was 
done,  no  doubt,  was  that  the  Government,  as  I  found  out  afterward,  re- 
fused to  accept  his  bids,  and  he  asked  me  if  I  would  put  a  bid  in,  and  I 
did  it  for  a  consideration. 

Q.  With  the  understanding  that  the  arms,  when  awarded  to  yon, 
should  be  delivered  to  him  for  Remington  &  Sons  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  connection  at  all  with  the  purchase  of  a  num- 
ber of  pieces  of  artillery,  and  a  certain  number  of  Enfield  rifles,  ^liieh 
were  jfinally  bought  by  Mr.  Garrison  ! — A.  The  Valentine,  Billings  & 
St.  Laurent  contract  you  mean  I 

Q.  Yes. — A.  That  contract  was  offered  to  us 

Q.  By  whom  1 — A.  By  Mr.  Steinberger.  He  was  the  father  of  that,  I 
believe.  That  was  offered  to  us,  and  I  agreed  to  execute  it,  provided 
they  would  give  me  an  irrevocable  power  of  attorney  on  their  bankers 
and  their  claim  against  the  French  government;  but  they  could  not  do 
that.  They  did  not  agree  among  themselves,  and  the  bankers  wonld 
not  do  what  was  required,  though  they  got  the  credit,  at  my  suggestion, 
transferred  to  J.  S.  Morgan  &  Co.,  of  London.'  After  that,  Mr.  Garrison 
got  hold  of  it.  That,  however,  is  not  all  the  connection  we  had.  I  liave 
not  thought  of  these  things  from  that  time  to  this.  We  agreed  even 
with  Garrison,  when  he  took  hold  of  it,  that  if  the  contract  was  not  re- 
voked, we  would  ship  10,000 Eulields  that  wehad  on  board  of  the  steamer, 
and  we  were  to  take  the  chances  of  i)ayment  on  the  other  side,  or  the 
goods  to  be  returned.  We  have  5,000  of  those  goods  left  now,  and  all 
marked,  in  our  store. 

Q.  Marked  how  ? — A.  "  R.  F."  They  shut  down  on  Mr.  Garrison, 
revoked  the  contract,  and  of  course  our  goods  did  not  go  on  board. 
We  got  out  without  losing  anything  or  making  anything. 

Q.  What  does  the  mark  "R.  F."  mean  ? — A.  The  mark  we  put  on,  as 
I  understand  it,  was  "  KepuhUque  FrangaiseJ" 

Q.  How  did  you  understand  that  it  meant  that! — A.  In  the  first  con- 
tract we  made  with  the  French  government  by  Mr.  Reynolds,  he  tele- 
graphed, "  Mark  the  goods  R.  F." 

Q.  He  telegraphed  to  you  to  put  that  mark  on  all  the  goods  8hippe<l 
to  France  under  that  contract? — A.  Yes;  all  under  that  contract. 
However,  we  sent  other  goods  to  France  that  were  not  marked  that  way, 
but  not  through  French  officials. 

Q.  When  was  it  first  that  Mr.  Steinberger  talked  to  you  about  the 
Valentine,  Billings  &  St.  Lament  contract? — ^A.  Before  the  arrival  of 
those  gentlemen  in  America. 

'  Q.  Of  what  gentlemen  ? — A.  St.  Laurent  and  Valentine.  They  both 
.  came  to  America.  Before  their  arrival  he  offered  to  ent^jr  into  an  agree- 
ment with  us  by  which  we  could  pass  them  over  into  our  hands  if  we 
would  take  hold  of  the  contract.  I  really  forget  the  time ;  but  it  mast 
have  been  in  December,  I  think. 
Q.  Did  you  see  the  contract  which  those  gentlemen  had  with  he 
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French' government! — A.  Yes,  sir.    We  had  the  original  contract  and, 
had  it  translated.    I  think  I  have  a  copy  of  it  now. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  communication  with  the  Ordnance  Bureau 
about  anything  connected  with  that  contract,  or  with  any  officer  of  the 
Bureau  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  think  I  did.  Before  the  arrival  of  these  gen- 
tlemen I  put  myself  in  a  position  to  eee  how  these  goods  could  be  ob- 
tained, and  how  soon  they  could  be  obtained,  and  at  what  price,  so  that 
when  we  got  to  work  we  should  know  just  where  we  stood.  I  saw  Gen- 
eral Dyer  and  Colonel  Crispin  in  the  ordnance  office  in  New  York,  and 
I  asked  them  how  many  batteries  they  had  and  what  they  would  fur- 
nish them  for,  and  how  many  Enfields  they  had  and  what  they  would 
furnish  them  for. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  To  you  ?— A.  To  me. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  That  was  after  you  had  seen  that  contract  between  the  French 
government  and  Valentine,  Billings  &  St.  Laurent! — A.  Yes;  after  I 
had  seen  a  copj'  of  the  contract. 

Q.  So  you  inquired  of  them  whether  the  goods  which  were  mentioned 
in  that  contract  would  be  furnished  by  the  Ordnance  Department! — 
A.  They  did  not  know  what  the  contract  was.  I  would  not  tell  them 
that.  They  did  not  know  whether  I  had  a  contract  or  not.  Thej'  never 
knew  there  was  any  such  thing  in  existence. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  asked  if  they  would  furnish  you  certain  goods! — A.  Exactly. 

Q.  You  did  not  tell  what  you  were  going  to  do  with  them! — A.  I 
would  not  go  that  way  to  work,  because  if  the  Ordnance  Office  knew 
I  Lad  a  contract  they  would  put  up  the  price.  I  never  found  a  case 
where  they  would  not.  They  would  get  the  most  they  could.  They  were 
as  sharp  with  us  as  any  merchant  in  New  York.  The  point  w.as  to  keep 
it  away  from  them. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Was  it  generally  understood  among  the  trade  in  New  York,  during 
the  period  of  November  and  December,  that  the  ordnance  stores  deliv- 
ered to  you  and  to  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  and  so  on,  were  to  go  to 
France  f — A.  You  must  not  put  me  up  as  a  translator  of  other  people's 
views  and  ideas.    I  can  tell  you  what  I  thought  about  it. 

Q.  What  did  you  think  about  it! — A.  I  knew  they  were  going  there. 
What  other  people  thought  about  it,  I  am  sure  I  do  not  know.  I  sup- 
l)ose,  really,  when  you  come  right  down  to  the  truth,  the  gun-dealers 
themselves  must  have  imagined  they  were  either  going  to  London  or 
going  to  France,  and  London  meant  France.  By  the  way,  they  might 
have  gone  to  Germany.  On  the  point  you  wish  to  make  there,  let  me  say 
that  we  offered  these  goods  to  Count  Bismarck. 

Q.  What  goods! — A.  These  Springfields,  through  Boker. 

Q.  The  Springfields  bought  by  Boker  ! — A.  Yes,  a  Ijirge  number.  We 
bought  all  the  Government  had,  600,000;  that  is,  they  could  be  obtained, 
always  putting  the  question  in  such  a  way  that,  if  not  accepted,  they 
could  not  hold  us  to  them. 

Q.  When  did  you  do  that ! — A.  I  think  about  the  first  week  of  Oc- 
tober. 

Q.  Did  you  do  that  yourself! — A.  No,  I  did  that  through  Funke. 
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Q.  When  did  Funke  do  it  ? — A.  He  must  have  done  it  between  the  7th 
and  10th  of  October. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  yon  anything  about  it  then  ! — A,  Yes ;  I  suggested  to 
him  to  do  it. 

By  the  Chairman  z 

Q.  What  was  the  result  ? — A.  The  result  was  they  did  not  take  them, 
did  not  want  them,  and  thought  they  could  get  them  cheaper  some  other 
way,  I  believe. 

Q.  Could  pick  them  up  on  the  banks  of  the  Loire ! — A.  I  do  not 
know  where. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Are  you  sure  that  that  communication  was  had  before  the  13th  of 
October  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  that  the  answer  came  back  from  the  other 
side,  but  I  am  sure  I  spoke  to  Funke  about  it  before  the  13th  of  Octo- 
ber. 

Q.  But  are  you  sure  when  Mr.  Funke  sent  that  dispatch  ? — A.  I  cau- 
not  tell  that.    It  is  a  long  time  ago. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Funke's  testimony  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  or  do  you  not  recollect  that  the  sales  were  postponed  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  giving  the  German  govenunent  the  opportunity  to 
purchase  what  they  wanted  ? — A.  That  was  the  idea. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Who  told  you  spf — A.  I  was  the  originator  of  that.  I  told  my- 
self so. 

Q.  You  were  the  originator  of  that  ? — A.  I  suggested  that  Mr.  Funke 
go  in,  put  two  bidders  in  the  market,  the  Germans  and  the  French. 

Q.  When  did  Mr.  Funke  go  to  Washington  f — A.  Mr.  Funke  went  to 
Washington  so  as  to  adjourn  that  sale,  saying  that  he  had  not  had  au 
opportunity  to  put  in  a  bid,  and  he  wanted  to  bid,  and  that  he  went  to 
Washington  to  put  in  a  bid. 

Q.  Was  not  that  about  the  13th  ? — A.  I  do  not  know.  Yon  are  more 
familiar  with  those  dates  than  I  am. 

Q.  Was  it  not  about  the  time  the  first  bids  were  to  be  opened !— A 
The  time  the  first  bids  were  to  be  opened  Funke  went  in  and  said  he 
had  not  Imd  a  chance;  that  he  did  not  know  there  was  to  be  a  sale;  iUid 
it  was  rather  rough  on  him,  and  so  on;  and  he  made  General  Dyer  ad- 
journ it. 

Q.  Then  Mr.  Funke  went  to  Washington  after  you  had  made  the  sug- 
gestion to  him? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  So  it  was,  as  I  understand  you,  about  the  time  the  first  bids  were 
opened! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  French  officers  in  New  York  who  had  come  in 
accordance  with  the  Valentine,  Billings  &  ISt.  Laurent  contract f— A 
Yes,  sir ;  I  saw  Major  Guzman,  lie  was  the  captain  or  colonel  of  that 
corps. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  frequently  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  he  kept  away  from  me. 
I  happened  to  meet  him  accidentally.  lie  had  been  in  this  country  l>e- 
fore.  He  inspected  those  Enfiekls  of  ours.  They  bear  his  iuspectiou- 
mark  now. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  his  inspecting  the  goods  which  were  afterwanl 
delivered  to  Mr.  Garrison  f — No,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  met  him  accidentally.    Where  did  you  meet  him  f— 
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A.  T  met  bim  on  the  street.    I  saw  him,  though,  in  our  warehouse  after- 
ward.   1  saw  him  several  times  in  Steiuberger's  office,  and  I  think  I 
saw  bim  also  in  the  Grand  Central  Hotel,  where  Steinberger  had  rooms 
for  him. 
Q.  Did  you  ever  see  him  at  Colonel  Crispin's  office  ! — A.  Never. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  As  a  dealer  in  arms,  I  ask  you  your  opinion  whether  the  sales  of 
arms  and  ordnance  stores  made  by  the  Government  after  July  1,  1870, 
to  the  close  of  that  fiscal  year,  were  not  very  favorable  to  the  Govern- 
ment?— A.  I  should  think  they  were.  They  got  a  great  deal  better 
prices  than  they  will  ever  get  again. 

Q.  What,  in  your  judgment,  would  be  the  relative  value  of  those 
arms  and  ordnance  stores  to-day,  compared  with  what  the  Government 
^ot  then  I — A.  Springfield  ammunition  we  purchased  this  year  after 
the  Franco-German  war  for  $7  a  thousand.  We  paid  the  Government 
$16,  and  I  think  we  got  one  lot  at  about  $14.  T  think  within  six 
weeks  we  have  had  an  offer  for  a  million  Springfield  ammunition  that 
we  can  buy  at  about  $4  50  a  thousand.  It  costs  about  half  a  dollar  to 
a  dollar  a  thousand  to  bring  them  here. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  have  the  offer? — ^A.  It  is  United  States  ammu- 
nition, but  it  can  be  purchased. 

Q.  Did  you  get  that  offer  from  private  merchants! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Go  on  with  your  statement. — ^A.  Now,  we  have  an 
offer,  and  the  sale  is  consummated,  of  2,000  Springfield  guns  that  I  can 
buy  for  $2  50. 

Q.  What  was  the  price  received  by  the  Government  for  precisely 
similar  guns? — A.  For  cleaned  and  repaired  they  got  $9  30,  and  new 
guns  $12  05,  $12  10,  and  $12  30. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Sohurz.)  Do  you  remember  how  much  the  Government 
received  for  the  arms  sold  to  the  Turkish  government  previously  to  the 
Franco-German  war  ? — A.  I  think  $7. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  circumstances  under  which  that  sale  was 
made! — A.  No,  sir ;  the  purchase  was  made  by  the  Turkish  minister. 

Q.  Have  you  heard  that  they  were  selected  arms — selected  out,  and 
the  best  taken  and  the  poorest  left  f — A.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  I 
beard  that  they  were  inspected  and  arms  were  rejected ;  then,  what  you 
have  to  do  is  to  re-inspect  or  overhaul  those  guns,  and  bring  them  up 
to  the  standard  of  those  that  were  inspected. 

Q.  By  repairing  them! — A.  Yes,  sir;  by  repairing  them.  To  answer 
further  your  question  upon  the  prices  of  these  goods,  here  are  400,000 
Spencer  cartridges;  we  have  sold  a  great  many  millions  since  then  at  $16. 
I  see  a  sale  here  to  Eemington  &  Sons,  September  19fh,  of  16,000  Spring- 
field cartridges  at  $18.  We  have  sold  a  great  many  millions;  I  should 
take  a  contract  to-day  for  $17.  Here  they  were  sold,  running  all  the 
way  down,  $18  to  $16.  That  was  more  than  they  were  worth.  Fifty 
thousand  Springfield  rifles  were  sold  at  $5.  Those  were  cheap.  Four- 
teen thousand  Kemington  carbines  were  sold  at  $15. 

Q.  Those  $5  guns  were  the  guns  rejected  by  the  Turkish  government? — 
A,  They  niay  have  been  overhauled  and  made  good. 

Q.  But  it  would  cost  something  to  do  it! — A.  Not  a  great  deal.    For 
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instance,  you  may  say  the  hammer  will  not  snap  a  cap ;  all  you  have 
to  do  is  to  put  in  a  new  mainspring.  A  screw  may  be  loose,  and  it 
may  be  rejected  for  that ;  you  have  f^rot  to  put  a  screw  in.  Here  are 
14,000  Remington  carbines  sold  at  $15.  I  consider  that  double  what 
they  are  worth ;  $7  would  be  enough.  I  would  not  give  $5  for  them, 
and  yet  they  were  sold  for  $15. 

Q.  What  could  they  be  sold  for  now  I — A.  As  a  dealer,  I  would  not 
give  $5  for  them.  Here  are  Spencer  carbines  sold  at  $25  25.  1  sold 
500  last  week  for  $20,  and  made  a  good  profit  on  them  at  that.  Here 
are  19,000  Spencer  carbines,  at  $25  25,  sold  to  Remington.  I  believe 
you  can  buy  those  guns  back  from  the  French  govern ment  within  the 
year  for  $12.  Seventeen  million  Spencer  cartridges  were  sold  at  8 IS  2.). 
That  was  a  fearful  price.  So  it  is  all  the  way  down.  Here  is  a  s;ile  of 
Spencer  carbines  at  $23.  I  could  have  bought  those  goods  of  the  Govorii- 
ment  at  $15  in  August — six  weeks  before.  I  do  not  wish  to  blame  any- 
body for  having  paid  a  high  price.  They  had  to  get  them,  and  tbe 
Government  went  up  in  its  price  with  the  demand.  I  am  only  lookinj;  at 
it  as  a  dealer.  Here  are  Gallagher  carbines,  at  $12  25,  sold  to  Schuyler, 
Hartley  &  Graham,  and  so  on. 

Q.  Placing  yourself  in  the  position  of  the  Government,  jou  would  have 
deemed  it  proper  as  a  merchant  to  sell  those  ordnance  stores  for  tiie 
;amounts  you  could  have  got,  would  you  not  ? — A.  Undoubtedly.  Our 
position  in  reference  to  that  was  this:  when  we  received  that  contrart 
from  the  French  Government,  we  telegraphed  here  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  whether  we  could  ship  the  gooils;  whether  we  could  sell  goods  to 
France  as  merchants,  and  he  telegraphed,  yes,  we  could  ship  them,  but 
it  must  be  entirely  at  our  risk. 

The  Ohaikman.  That  was  sound. 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  It  was  good  law. 

The  Witness.  If  he  had  said  we  could  not,  that  would  have  beea 
the  end  of  it.    We  were  not  going  to  run  any  risk  about  it. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  Yon  did  what  prudent  merchants  would  do. 
I^ow  let  me  put  this  question:  Running  your  eye  over  these  sjiles,  do 
you  not  think  the  Government  realized  as  much  again  from  all  these 
ordnance  sales  as  they  would  now !  Would  they  get  more  than  half 
now  f — A.  They  would  not  get  that.  Let  me  tell  you,  gentlemen,  iu 
reference  to  ordnance  stores  and  arms,  nobody  but  governments  u:?e 
them,  and  you  have  got  to  carry  them  a  long  time  before  you  can  real- 
ize on  them.  If  you  put  up  all  the  Springfield  guns  to-day  for  sale  and 
all  the  ammunition  to-day,  all  they  would  bring  in  the  market  would  In? 
the  value  of  the  materials,  because  you  cannot  make  sale  of  them  until 
some  government  steps  forward.  We  have  arms  now  that  were  pur- 
chased from  the  Goverment. 

Q.  To  what  other  governments  have  you  made  Siiles  besides  France  ?— 
A.  We  are  sending  now  to  Kussia.  We  shipped  last  week  a  large  num- 
ber of  goods  to  Russia.  We  sold  the  week  before  goods  for  3Iexieo. 
We  are  selling  goods  all  the  time. 

By  Mr.  Schtjrz  : 

Q.  What  prices  did  you  get  from  Russia  ? — A.  There  are  too  many 
in  the  trade  for  me  to  answer  that  question.  Allow  me  to  say  that  1 
did  not  sell  them  any  arms,  only  ammunition. 

Q,  Did  you  sell  any  arms  to  Mexico  ? — ^Yes,  sir.  I  stated  that  jnst 
now.    I  got  less  price  for  them  than  I  paid  to  the  Government  here. 

Q.  Much  less  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  What  price  did  you  pay  to  the  Government  ? — A.  Twenty-three 
dollars  and  $23  25. 

Q.  And  bow  much  less  did  you  get! — A.  That  would  be  answering 
the  question  I  just  declined  to  answer.  I  have  no  objection  to  telling 
you ;  but  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to  do  so, 

Q.  I  will  not  press  it.  Then  you  sold  a  great  many  arms  to  foreign 
governments  before  the  Franco-German  \Varf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  how  many  arms  you  sold  to  foreign  governments 
within  the  period  of  five  years  before  the  Franco-German  war,  in  times 
of  i)eace  ? — A.  I  could  not  without  going  back  and  examining  our  books. 

Q.  Can  you  not  give  a  rough  estimate  f — A.  Somewhere  between 
2(Kl,000  and  300,000  stand  of  arms. 

Q.  Within  the  period  of  five  years  before  the  Franco-German  war? — 
A.  Yes,  sir,  probably  more. 

Q.  Have  you  sold  a  great  many  since! — A.  55'o,  sir ;  there  was  never 
a  demand  like  that  in  this  conntry  except  in  our  own  war,  and  never 
will  be,  I  guess,  in  the  life  of  man  again. 

Q.  You  have  sold  some  since  to  foreign  governments,  have  you  not  ? — 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  about  how  many  stands  since  the  conclusion  of  the 
German  war  f — A.  I  think  we  must  have  sold  thirty  or  forty  or  fifty 
thousand  stands  since  then. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  a  great  many  arms  have  been  sold  to  for- 
eign governments  by  other  dealers,  and  by  the  trade  generally  in  New 
York  since  that  time  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  anybody  else  has  sold 
more  than  that,  if  they  have  sold  as  many. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether,  during  that  period  of  five  years,  which  I 
jnst  mentioned,  before  the  Franco-German  war,  a  great  manj^  arras 
were  sold  to  foreign  governments  by  other  persons  in  the  trade  ? — A. 
Yes,  sir ;  Colt  had  a  contract.  Kemington  sold  a  good  many  goods  to 
go  to  Europe.  They  sold  to  the  Egyptian  government,  to  the  Greeks, 
to  Cuba,  Spain,  and  Denmark.  And  then  there  has  been  the  Chinese 
and  Japanese  war.  A  good  many  went  off  there,  and  some  are  going 
off  now.  There  is  a  trade  more  or  less  all  over  the  world.  There  is 
always  fighting  somewhere  or  other. 

Q.  So  that,  in  times  of  peace,  the  market  is  sometimes  pretty  lively? — 
A.  Y^'es,  sir.  Take  the  South  American  governments;  the  outs  are  in 
and  the  ins  are  out.  They  lose  their  arms,  and  the}'  are  buying  all  the 
time. 

i}.  Are  arms  to  the  South  American  governments  sold  by  the  trade 
in  New  York  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  there  sometimes  good  prices  received  f — A.  Yes,  sir,  very  good ; 
but  those  parties  down  there  do  not  buy  these  arms  that  you  are  refer- 
ring to  here ;  they  buy  the  American  breech-loading  muskets,  the  modern 
arm.  The  modern  arm  that  you  have  to  sell  we  do  not  sell  at  less  than 
cost. 

Q.  Do  you  not  sometimes  sell  muzzle-loading  arms  to  be  transformed 
into  breech-loaders! — A.  We  sell  breech-loading  arms  that  have  been 
muzzle-loaders. 

Q.  Are  not  sometimes  muzzle-loading  arms  also  transformed  into 
breech-loaders! — A.  Very  rarely;  but  it  can  be  done  here  better  than 
it  can  be  abroad. 

Q.  Is  it  frequently  done  ? — A.  Yes,  frequently. 

Q.  Is  the  transformation  a  very  costly  operation  ! — A.  It  depends  on 
the  principle.  The  cost  of  transforming  guns  runs  from  8J:  50  to  )?7  oO, 
according  to  the  principle  and  the  quantity  of  work  done. 
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Q.  Is  it  sometimes  done  by  the  arms  traders,  who  want  to  sell  off 
tlieir  guns? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  Is  it  done  with  a  profit! — A.  Yes;  with  a  large  profit. 

By  Mr.  Logan  : 

Q.  Will  $4  50  transform  a  muzzle-loading  musket  .into  a  breecli- 
loader? — A.  Yes.  sir ;  you  have  to  pay  a  royalty.  That  royalty  maybe 
twenty-five  cents,  fifty  cents,  or  a  dolLir.  The  royalty  yon  pay  will 
depend  a  good  deal  on  the  principle  of  the  gun.  Take  the  Springfield 
breech  loader;  there  are  in  that  some  twelve  different  patents,  and  you 
must  pay  a  tax  to  each  of  those  twelve  parties.  Take  the  lieminjrtou 
gun;  they  control  their  own  patents.  Take  the  Peabody  gun ;  they  Lave 
their  own  patents.  So  it  is  all  the  way  through.  It  costs  from  $4  5(i 
to  87  50.  Now,  while  I  think  of  it,  I  will  state  what  I  am  told  hasl)een 
publicly  stated  here  by  the  Turkish  minister — that  the  Turkish  gov- 
ernment has  purchased  100,000  Springfields  from  the  Prussian  govern- 
ment for  a  dollar  apiece. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Were  those  Springfields  picked  up  on  the  banks  of  the  Loire. 
probably  f — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  were  picked  up  in  hoxe.s, 
or  picked  up  singly,  but  they  were  mighty  cheap.  The  Turkish  govera- 
ment  has  bought  them  at  a  dollar  apiece,  as  I  have  been  informed. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  were  the  bids  for  these  Springfield  muskets, 
when  ottered  at  public  sale  at  Springfield,  at  one  time  before  these  sales 
commenced  ? — A.  I  recollect  that  we  had  a  representative  there. 

Q.  What  was  the  highest  bid  offered  to  the  Government  for  them?— 
A.  If  I  recollect  aright,  our  offer  was  not  over  $3  50  to  $4. 

Q.  Was  it  not  less  than  $3  ? — A.  I  cannot  exactly  recollect.  At  first 
they  had  to  otter  them  at  auction,  and  the  price  there  bid  would  be  a 
ruling  price  for  them  to  sell  at.  If  they  had  been  put  up  at  Spriugfiehl 
really  according  to  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  law,  the  man  that  came 
along  and  wanted  Springfields  would  be  charged  that  price.  But  I 
think  you  will  find  that  the  Ordnance  Office  did  not  adopt  that  plan; 
they  got  the  highest  price  in  the  market. 

Q.  Did  you,  or  not,  in  all  your  negotiations  with  the  Government,  take 
special  pains  that  the  Government  should  not  know  what  you  propose<l 
to  do  with  your  ])urcliases  ? — A.  Of  course  I  did.  I  should  have  been 
defeated  if  the  Government  had  known  that  I  had  an  order  in  my  iKxrket 
for  ten  batteries,  or  twenty  batteries,  or  ten  thousand  Enfields,  or  what- 
ever it  might  be.  I  could  not  get  them  unless  I  bid  the  uttermost  farth- 
ing for  them.  Therefore  it  was  my  business  to  see  that  they  did  not 
know.  You  have  not  asked  me  whether  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham 
paid  any  Government  officer  a  dollar.  I  want  to  say  emphatically,  we 
never  did. 

Q.  'Do  you  know  of  any  oflBcer  or  employ^  of  the  Government  in  any 
other  negotiation  to  have  received  one  cent  on  sales  negotiate<l  by 
others'? — A.  No,  sir;  never,  as  long  as  I  have  been  in  the  business*.  I 
also  say,  in  reference  to  French  officials,  that  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Gra 
ham  never  paid  a  dollar  to  any  French  official. 

By  Mr.  LooAN : 

Q.  Did  you  pay  any  money  to  anybody  that  was  not  an  officer,  Frencb 
or  American  ? — A.  For  what!  For  these  sales  and  purchases  from  tbe 
Government  f 

Q.  Y^es,  sir. — A.  Ko,  sir    we  never  paid  a  man  a  dollar. 
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By  the  Chair^ian  : 

Q.  You  could  make  your  own  contracts  quite  as  favorably  as  anyl)ody 
else,  could  you  not? — A.  We  have  been  interviewed,  and  men  have 
come  to  us  and  said  they  possCvSsed  certain  influence  and  so  on,  and  they 
could  do  this  and  that.  Our  dealings  have  been  too  many  and  toolarjye 
with  the  Ordnance  Office  not  to  know  that  no  man  had  any  greater  influ- 
ence there  than  we  had.  We  always  submitted  our  offers  in  writing. 
I  nirely  saw  General  Dyer  or  Colonel  Crispin.  Whenever  we  had  com- 
nmnication  to  make  to  the  Ordnance  for  arms  or  any  tiling,  it  was  done 
bv  letter. 

Q.  In  the  negotiations  that  took  place  between  your  house  and  the 
Gerniap  government  was  Baron  Gerolt,  the  minister  here,  consulted  f — 
A.  Funke  consulted  him. 

Q.  Was  not  the  wish  of  the  Prussian  government  ascertained  through 
the  minister  here,  Baron  Gerolt! — A.  Yes,  sir. 


Washington,  42)rt7,  8, 1872. 

E.  S.  Allin  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Arc  you  the  chief  armorer  at  the  Springfield  armory  ? — A.  I  am. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  manufacturing  a  certain  lot  of  Kemington  rifles 
for  the  Navy  Department  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  A  lot  of  10,000  !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  having  learned  that  those  Eemiuington  navy 
rifles  were  sold  to  Poultney  &  Trimble,  of  Baltimore  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  that  f — A.  Some  time  in  February,  1871,  I  think  ;  I  do 
not  know  the  date  of  the  sale. 

Q.  Were  not  a  certain  number  of  those  Kemington  rifles  still  in  pro- 
cess of  manufacture  when  they  were  sold  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  us  whether  they  were  shipped  as  they  were  got  ready  f 
—A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  the  first  lot  of  them  shipped  ! — A.  I  have  the  record 
of  the  shipment  here  from  the  storekeeper.  He  was  notable  to  be  here, 
and  it  was  sent  on  by  him  through  me.  I  have  the  record  of  the  date  of 
every  shipment,  being  an  abstract  from  the  book,  giving  every  date. 
I  Lave  the  book  here  from  which  this  abstract  has  been  made. 

The  abstract  is  as  follows : 

Statement  of  Remington  navy  rifles  issued  at  Springfield  Armory  to  the 

Navy  Department. 

1870. 

Nov.     21.  Commanding  officer,  Brooklyn  navy-yard 1, 000 

Dec.       2.  Commanding  officer,  Boston  navy  yard 480 

Dec.       3.  Commanding  officer,  Boston  navy-yard 520 

1871. 

Jan.     14.  Commanding  officer,  Boston  navy-yard 480 

Feb.      3.  Coiiimanding  officer,  Brooklyn  navy-yard 500 

Feb.      3.  Commanding  officer,  Portsmouth  navy -yard 500 

Feb.    25.  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  New  York 1,  000 

Feb.    27.  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  New  York 400 

March  27.  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  New  York 6, 000 
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March  31.  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  New  York 8G0 

April  15.  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co  ,  New  York 1, 140 

April  22.  Commanding  officer,  New  York  navy -yard (K)i) 

April  28.  Commanding  officer.  New  York  navy-yard 4(H) 

April  29.  Commanding  officer,  New  York  nav^^-yard 6<H) 

May  24.  Commanding  officer,  Boston  navy-yard 1,WW 

Jane  2C.  Commanding  officer,  New  York  navy -yard 5,0(Hi 

June  29.  Commanding  officer,  New  York  navy-yard l,(^Hi 

June  30.  Commanding  officer,  New  York  navy-yard o% 

June  30.  Commanding  officer,  Washington  navy-yard HCK) 

June  30.  Commanding  officer,  Portsmouth  navy -yard 5(Mi 

June  30.  Commanding  officer,  Philadelphia  navy -yard Tkn) 

24, 178 
Cr..  by  navy  rifles  returned. 
1871. 
March  22.  From   Commander   W.  T.  Truxton,   Boston 

navy-yard 900 

March  24.  From  Captain    G.  M.  Eansom,  New  York 

navy-yard 978 

March  24.  From    Commander    J.  Young,    Portsmouth 

navv-vard 300 

2,178 


%i  %, 


Total  issued 22, 000 

National  Armory, 

Springfield^  Mass.^  January  1, 1872. 

Q.  The  1,000  shipped  on  the  21st  of  November,  1870,  to  the  com- 
manding officer  at  the  Brooklyn  navy-yard  were  of  those  that  had 
already  been  got  ready  and  were  distributed  t — A.  Yes,  sir.  We  turuetl 
them  over  every  mouth. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  delivered  them  at  the  navy-yard  at  Brooklyn  ! — A.  Ye8,  sir. 
Q.  You  do  not  know  what  became  of  them  afterward! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SoHURZ : 

Q.  "  February  25,  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  N.  Y.,  1,600."  That 
appears  to  have  been  the  first  shipment  of  these  rifles  to  Poultney  & 
Trimble ;  was  it  on  the  2oth  of  February,  1871  f — A.  It  appears  so  from 
that. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  date  of  the  paper  is  right  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  And  on  "  Februarj-  27,  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  400."  \N'hen 
were  those  received  back  at  the  Springfield  Armory  which  had  been  (lis 
tributed  ? — A.  I  did  now  not  know  when  they  were  received  back ;  bat  we 
commenced  taking  off  the  browning  about  the  21st  of  February,  I  think. 
We  were  about  five  days  taking  off  the  browning. 

Q.  Were  the  rifles  from  which  you  took  off  the  brownings  commencing 
with  the  21st  of  February,  of  those  which  had  been  distributed  to  the 
different  naval  posts  and  had  been  got  back  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  the  rifles  which  were  delivered  to  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co. 
been  browned  before  they  were  sold! — A.  No,  sir.  All  that  were 
issued,  I  think,  had  been  browned. 
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Q.  And  not  the  rest! — A.  There  are  2,178, 1  think,  on  that  list  which 
were  issued  browned.  The  object  was  to  have  them  all  bright,  inas- 
much as  they  preferred  to  have  them  all  alike,  instead  of  some  browned. 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  those  which  had  been  distributed  were  received 
back,  and  then  you  received  orders  to  take  off  the  browning  ! — A.  Yes, 
sir;  2,178  were  turned  back  to  us  to  have  the  browning  taken  off,  and 
we  took  it  oft*  and  then  turned  them  over  to  the  storekeeper. 

Q.  To  ship  them? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  say  you  commenced  taking  off*  the  browning  on  the  21st 
of  February! — A.  The2l8t  of  February  ;  we  were  five  days  doing  that. 

Q.  Were  the  workmen  during  that  time  employed  beyond  their  usual 
hours  of  work! — A.  They  were  not  employed  bythe  Government.  It 
was  a*  private  transaction.  Poultney  &  Trimble  agreed  to  pay  the 
expense,  and  there  was  a  record  kept  of  the  men  employed,  and  bills 
made  out,  and  they  furnished  the  money  and  paid  them.  The  Govern- 
ment paid  nothing;  it  was  a  private  arrangement. 

Q.  So  the  workmen,  in  taking  off*  the  browning,  worked  for  Poultney 
&  Trimble,  and  were  paid  by  them  ;  was  that  itf — A.  They  deposited 
money  there  to  pay  them. 

Q.  Is  this  a  usual  proceeding  in  the  armory  at  Springfield,  where  the 
men  are  employed  to  work  for  others  and  then  i)aid  by  them  f — A.  It  is 
not  common. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  it  ever  having  happened  before  I — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  they  work  beyond  the  usual  hours  of  work  I — A.  Their  time 
was  all  occupied. 

Q.  What  is  the  usual  day's  work? — A.  Eight  hours.  Those  men 
worked  on  the  22d  of  February,  which  was  a  holiday  there;  but  we 
wanted  to  get  the  guns  off  as  early  as  possible. 

Q.  Was  there  any  particular  hurry  about  this  case? — A.  I  believe 
they  wanted  to  get  them  oft*  as  soon  as  they  could. 

Q.  How  many  rifles  were  made  for  the  Navy  Department  after  that 
lot  of  10,000  had  been  disposed  of  and  shipped!— A.  The  whole  10,000 
were  nearly  completed.  They  were  all  completed  and  turned  over  in 
March. 

Q.  The  first  were  turned  over  in  February  and  the  rest  turned  over 
in  March? — ^A.  Yes,  sir^  we  made  22,000  in  all. 

Q.  After  the  first  lot  of  10,000  had  been  disposed  of,  then  you  made 
another  12,000 ;  is  that  it? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  W^ere  they  all  transferred  to  the  Navy  Department — all  the  1,200? 
—A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  paper  I  have  furnished  gives  the  items.  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  the  shipments  or  sending  oft*  the  arms ;  that  was 
not  in  my  province  at  all ;  that  was  in  another  department.  As  we 
manufacture  the  guns  we  turn  them  over  to  the  storekeeper,  and  he 
gets  orders  to  issue  them  to  different  posts,  or  wherever  they  are  re- 
quired, and  that  I  have  no  official  knowledge  of;  all  I  can  say  is  that 
we  turn  them  over  every  month  to  the  military  storekeeper. 

Q.  Is  the  Springfield  breech-loading  musket  the  so-called  Allin  gun 
named  after  you  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  originated  that. 

Q.  Is  the  construction  based  upon  i)atents  that  you  got? — A.  It  was 
at  the  time,  and  a  portion  of  it  nqw ;  the  main  principle  still  continues. 

Q.  Did  you  sell  those  patents  to  the  United  States  ? — A.  So  far  as 
the  United  States  are  concerned  in  the  manufacture. 

Q.  I  mean  the  United  States  are  manufacturing  Allin  guns  now,  are 
they  not,  or  have  been  to  a  great  extent  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q..  A  gun  the  construction  of  which  is  based  on  your  patents,  I  sup* 
pose  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  you  sell  those  patents  to  the  United  States? — A.  I  gave  them 
the  right  to  manufaeture  them  as  far  as  the  Goveromeut  is  eouceroed. 

By  the  Chairman: 
Q.  You  hold  the  right  as  to  iudividuals  still? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Do  you  receive  a  royalty  from  the  Government  ? — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  Do  you  receive  any  benelit  from   the  Government ! — A.  Sot  a 
dollar;  no  further  than  my  position  is  concerned. 

By  Mr.  Logan  : 

Q.  What  is  the  cost  of  changing  a  muzzle-loading  SpringSeld  to  a 
breech-loader  on  your  patent  ? — ^A.  Not  far  from  $G. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ: 

Q.  Are  there  any  Springfield  muzzle-loaders  transformed  into'breech- 
loaders  at  the  Springfield  armory? — A.  Certainlv.  We  are  transform- 
ing 10,000  now. 

Q.  Of  what  caliber?— A.  Caliber  .50 

Q.  Are  there  a  great  many  on  hand  that  would  be  capable  of  being 
transformed  in  that  way  ? — A.  We  are  transforming  them  into  .50  caliber. 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  you  take  a  .58  caliber  Springfield  musket  and  bush 
it? — A.  Xo,  we  do  not  bush  it. 

•  Q.  How  do  you  transform  it  into  a  .50  caliber  breech-loader? — A.  We 
make  a  new  barrel  to  take  the  place  of  that,  and  make  a  barrel  four 
incbes  shorter — a  .50  caliber  j  that  is  to  give  a  uniform  caliber  for  all  the 
ammunition  and  guns. 

Q.  How  much  does  that  cost  ? — A.  The  whole  change  costs  about  six 
dollars. 

Q.  Will  that  make  as  good  an  arm  as  is  now  in  the  service  ? — A.  Yes, 
sir  J  the  best. 

By  Mr,  Logan  : 

Q.  Where  you  change  the  barrel  to  a  .50  caliber  from  .58,  and  cat  off 
4t  inches  and  then  make  a  breech-loader,  is  $6  the  cost  of  tbat  whole 
work  ? — A.  No,  I  say  to  transform  it,  the  whole  cost  is  about  $6. 

Q.  The  whole  cost  of  what  ? — A.  Of  the  complete  change. 

Q.  Does  that  make  it  a  breech-loader,  or  does  it  leave  it  a  muzzle- 
loader? — A.  I  say  the  complete  change  into  a  breech-loader  costs  that. 

Q.  The  question  I  asked  you  a  while  ago  was  this :  without  reference 
to  the  caliber  or  the  cutting  oflF  of  the  b.irrel,  how  much  would  it 
cost  to  take  a  Springfield  musket  and  just  make  a  breech-loader  of  it 
without  changing  the  barrel,  except  so  far  as  the  breech  is  concerned  ?— 
A.  The  cost  would  not  be  very  material.    The  bushing 

Q.  The  bushing  has  nothing  to  do  with  it.  I  am  not  talking  about 
the  change  of  the  caliber;  but  I  mean  this :  just  to  change  it  to  a  breech- 
loader, and  nothing  else— just  to  put  in  the  block  that  makes  the  breech- 
loader, how  much  does  that  cost  ? — A.  Probably  a  dollar  would  do  that. 

Q.  You  mean  to  say  that  to  make  the  breech-block  so  as  to  convert 
the  gun  into  a  breech-loader,  and  change  the  caliber  and  cut  off  the 
barrel,  the  whole  cost  is  about  $6  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SCHUEZ : 

Q.  A  number  of  guns  were  made  on  the  basis  of  your  construction, 
called  the  Allin  gun  of  1866.  What  is  the  difference  between  the  Allia 
gun  of  1866  and  the  Allin  gun  of  1868?— A.  The  one  of  1860  had  a  rack 
and  pinion  for  operating  in  extracting,  the  cartridge,  which  is  not  the 
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case  with  that  of  1868.    It  is  modified.    There  were  some  other  modifi- 
cations made. 

Q.  Would  it  cost  much  to  transform  an  AUin  musket  breech-loader 
of  ISijG  into  an  xillin  musket  of  1868  ? — A.  It  would  not  be  a  practicable 
thing  to  do  it ;  after  it  had  been  once  changed  into  that  model,  it  could 
not  be  changed  to  the  model  of  1868. 

Q.  Is  the  model  of  1868  essentially  different ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  In  what  respect  ? — A.  The  baiTcl  is  screwed  into  a  receiver.  The 
breech-block,  where  all  the  breech  mechanism  is  applied  in  the  first 
model,  was  different ;  it  was  cut  from'  the  barrel  itself. 

Q.  Is  there  any  difference  in  the  caliber? — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  model  of 
1868  is  .50  caliber,  and  the  model  of  1866  is  .58. 

Q.  Would  it  cost  much  to  transform  the  caliber  of  the  gun  of  186Q 
into  that  of  the  gun  of  1868  ! — A.  It  would  cost  about  a  dollar. 

Q.  Could  the  same  cartridge  be  used  for  both  guns  ! — A.  Not  without 
changes.    It  could  be  by  changing  the  size. 

Q.  But  the  same  kind  of  cartridge  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  You  use  a  metallic  cartridge  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  if  the  caliber  was  changed  from  .58  to  .50,  the  same  cartridge 
could  be  used  for  the  gun  of  1866  that  is  used  for  the  gun  of  1868 ;  is 
that  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is  now. 

Q.  How  many  breech-loaders  can  the  Springfield  Armory  turn  out 
now,  with  its  present  appliances,  as  it  stands ;  if  you  were  to  go  to  work 
to-day  manufacturing  Springfield  breech-loaders,  how  many  guns  could 
you  turn  out  in  a  month  ! — A.  With  the  present  machinery  made  for 
this  model,  we  could  probably  turn  out  150  a  day. 

Q.  If  you  wanted  to  turn  out  more — ^say  if  you  wanted  to  turn  out 
some  twenty-five  or  thirty  thousand  a  month,  how  long  would  it  take 
you  to  prepare  the  Springfield  Armory  for  that  ? — A.  That  would  be  a 
thousand  a  day.    It  could  probably  be  done  in  three  months. 

Q.  And  during  that  time  you  could  not  turn  out  more  than  one  hun- 
dred and  fifty  a  day  ! — A.  Yes,  sir  j  by  working  more  hours  we  could  turn 
oat  more. 

Q.  If  you  worked  with  your  present  tools  and  machinery  ! — ^A,  We 
could  probably  do  three  hundred  a  day  by  increasing  the  time. 

Q.  With  your  present  tools  and  machinery  and  the  present  arrange- 
ments, if  you  put  on  your  full  force  of  men,  as  many  as  could  be  em- 
ployed with  the  present  machinery,  how  many  could  you  turn  out  then ! — 
A.  By  incresising  the  time,  double  the  number. 

Q.  About  two  hundred  or  three  hundred  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  arm  of  1866  a  good  arm  t — A.  A  very  good  arm. 

(J.  Why  was  it  discarded  ? — A.  It  was  discarded  for  several  reasons. 
One  was  on  account  of  the  length.  By  experiments  it  was  found  that 
the  baiTel  was  longer  than  was  necessary ;  they  could  make  better  firing 
with  a  36-inch  barrel  than  with  a  40.  It  was  reduced  four  inches.  We 
dispensed  with  one  band.  There  was  one  difdculty  about  it :  the  hinge 
on  which  the  block  worked  upward  and  forward  was  connected  with 
the  base  of  the  sight,  and  that  was  sometimes  liable  to  come  off.  That 
was  one  reason  for  the  change.  In  making  a  receiver  to  screw  the  barrel 
into,  we  entirely  obviated  that. 

Q.  Did  the  gun  prove  a  good  gun  in  the  hands  of  the  troops  as  it  was 
in  use  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Would  you  consider  it  a  good  serviceable  gun  in  the  field  as  it 
stands  !— A.  Yes,  sir;  but  not  so  good  as  the  1868. 

Q.  What  arms  are  you  manufacturing  at  the  Springfield  Armory 
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now  I — A.  We  have  commenced  manufacturing  the  Eemington  improre- 
uient. 
Q.  For  the  N'avy  f — A.  For  the  Army. 

By  Mr^  Ames  : 
Q.  For  the  infantry  or  cavalry  f — A.  For  the  infantry. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Which  is  the  regulation  arm  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
nowf  Is  there  any  adopted! — A*  They  have  made  a  change.  Of  the 
last  model  Army  Eemington  rifles  we  made  a  thousand  for  trial.  Tbey 
are  now  on  trial  with  the  same  barrel  precisely  as  the  Springfield,  it 
is  now  in  the  field.  We  are  making  the  tools  and  fixtures  now  for  tbe 
modification  of  it,  to  obviate  a  defect,  and  are  going  on  to  make  ten 
thonsand  more. 

Q.  Is  the  Allin  gun  of  1868  to  be  superseded  by  the  BemiDgton 
gun  f — A.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Q.  Are  they  still  experimenting,  or  is  the  Allin  gun  of  1868  nniver- 
sally  introduced  now  f — A.  It  is.  We  are  making  a  hundred  a  day 
now. 

Q.  Are  they  experimenting  for  a  new  gun  now  f — ^A.  We  have  made 
one  hundred  thousand  Warburtons,  just  completed  for  trial. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  large  order  for  Bemington  muskets  some  time  in 
March,  1871  ? — A.  We  received  an  order  to  go  on  and  make  ten  thousand 
more,  provided  there  was  a  modification  made,  and  are  now  changing 
the  tools  for  them. 

Q.  I  mean  about  a  year  ago.  Did  you  receive  a  considerable  order 
for  Bemington  rifles  some  time  in  March  or  February  of  last  year!  I  do 
not  mean  navy  rifles. — ^A.  We  received  an  order  to  go  on  and  get  up 
tools  for  that  modification  for  ten  thousand  army  rifles. 

Q.  To  manufacture  new  ones! — ^A.  Yes,  with  the  modification;  not 
like  the  old. 

Q.  To  manufacture  ten  thousand  new  Bemington  rifles  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  I  think  you  misunderstan<l  me.  I  am  not  speaking  of  this  year, 
but  last  year.  Did  you  about  a  year  ago  receive  an  order  for  Bemin?- 
ton  rifles  in  considerable  quantity! — A.  No,  sir;  we  received  none,  only 
these  for  the  Navy.  We  had  received  an  order  for  1,000  for  trial,  to  l»e 
put  into  the  field  with  1,000  Springfields  and  1,000  Warburton.  We 
completed  each  lot,  and  they  are  now  in  the  field. 

Q.  Was  that  last  year! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  was  the  only  order  for  Bemington  rifles  you  received  ?— A. 
No,  sir;  then  we  had  an  order,  to  keep  tbe  men  employed,  to  continue  to 
make  the  Springfields  and  Bemingtons  for  the  present,  10,010  of  each; 
that  wa«  the  order. 

By  Mr.  Logan  : 

Q.  I  understand  that  a  person  working  in  the  armories  of  the  United 
States  or  in  the  employment  of  the  service  who  gets  a  patent,  receives 
no  royalty  for  its  use  by  the  Government ;  it  is  deeded  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  Government  use  !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  the  Government  pay  a  royalty  to  Bemington  or  any  of  these 
other  patentees  when  they  make  their  guns  for  themselves! — ^A.  law 
not  able  to  answer  that.    I  do  not  know. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Is  there  not  a  company  called  the  Allin  Arms  Company ! — A.  Ye^*, 
sir. 
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Q.  A  company  which  is  organized  for  the  manafactare  of  your  gun  f — 
A.  Tes,  sir. 
Q.  Has  that  company  gone  into  manufacturing  it! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  What  was  the  greatest  number  of  arms  you  turned  out  from  the 
Springfield  Armory  during  our  war  per  day? — A.  One  thousand. 

Q.  You  have  a  given  force  in  your  armory  to-day.  Within  what 
period  of  time  could  you  carry  your  works  up  to  their  greatest  capacity, 
and  again  issue  a  thousand  a  day? — A.  It  could  not  be  done  in  less  than 
three  months. 

Q.  But  you  would  be  continually  increasing  from  the  start  all  the 
time  along.  You  would  issue  more  the  second  month  than  you  would 
the  first  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  at  the  end  of  the  third  month  you  would  be  able  to  issue  a 
thousand  a  day  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is,  if  we  worked  double  the  time, 
worked  the  whole  twenty -four  hours,  having  two  sets  of  men. 

Q.  You  have  just  spoken  of  having  manufactured  some  of  the  War- 
burton  gun.  Let  me  ask  if  you  did  not  manufacture  that  gun  at  your 
armorj^  upon  terms  somewhat  similar  to  the  contract  of  Poultney, 
Trimble  &  Co.  f — A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Do  you  or  not  know  that  Warburton  is  to  pay  for  the  manufacture 
of  his  gun  if  it  is  not  adopted  by  the  Government? — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Are  the  workmen  when  engaged  in  executing  such  an  order 
paid  in  the  regular  way? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  the  Allin  Arms  Company  get  any  royalty  or  any  benefit  from 
the  guns  that  are  manufactured  for  the  Government? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Does  it  not  derive  any  advantage  from  the  manufacture  of  your 
gun  by  the  Government? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  None  at  all? — A.  None.  Perhaps  I  ought  to  state  the  reasons  why 
the  Government  never  have  given  a  royalty  to  those  employed  there,  for 
instance,  myself.  They  consider  it  is  not  right  for  the  Government  to 
pay  a  royalty  or  to  pay  for  an  invention.  They  consider  that  they  are 
entitled  to  the  improvements  made  by  those  engaged  by  them. 

Q.  Is  there  anybody  deriving  any  advantage  from  the  use  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  your  patent? — A.  No,  sir. 


Washington,  April  9, 1872. 
D.  B.  Trimble  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Question.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co., 
of  Baltimore  ? — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  particulars  of  the  purchase  of  arms  made 
from  the  Government  in  1871  ? — A.  I  cannot  tell  you  the  particulars, 
because  I  did  not  attend  to  that  business  at  all.  My  partner,  Mr.  Poult- 
ney, attended  to  that  branch  of  the  business.  I  remember  there  were 
arms  purchased,  but  I  cannot  give  the  details,  because  I  did  not  attend 
to  that  branch  of  the  business. 

Q.  Let  us  hear  what  you  do  know. — A.  I  know  the  arms  were  pur- 
chased. 
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Q.  I  suppose  you  are  conversant  with  the  general  run  of  the  business, 
being  a  partner  in  the  concern! — A.  I  am  conversant  with  a  good  iH>r- 
tion  of  it,  but  more  with  my  own  particular  branch. 

Q.  What  is  your  particular  branch! — A.  Selling  goods  in  the  store, 
and  attending  to  that  part  of  the  business.  We  keep  a  variety  of  goods 
We  are  not  only  in  the  arms  trade,  but  in  the  fancy  goods  trade  also, 
and  I  attend  to  that  branch  of  the  business. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  the  first  application  was  made  on  the  pan 
of  your  firm  for  the  arms  that  were  subsequently  bought  f — ^A.  I  tbiuk 
it  was  some  time  about  a  year  ago,  if  I  remember  correctly. 

Q.  You  cannot  t^ll  the  particular  time! — A.  No,  sirj  I  cannot. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Poultney  tell  you  about  any  conversation  or  any  agree- 
ment he  had  with  Mr.  Eemington  about  that  matter! — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  He  did  not! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Poultney  had  any  conversation  or  any 
agreement  with  Mr.  Markley,  of  Kew  Jersey,  about  the  matter!— A  I 
do  not.  Mr.  Poultney  saw  Mr.  Markley,  I  think,  somewhere  about  that 
time. 

Q.  Did  he  see  him  in  Baltimore! — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  he  did 
see  him  in  Baltimore.  I  do  not  remember,  but  I  think  it  was  elsewhere 
that  he  met  him. 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Poultney  tell  you  about  it ! — A.  He  did  not  tell  me 
anything  that  I  can  remember  of  now,  because  I  did  not  pay  any  atten- 
tion to  it. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  that  Mr.  Markley  was  to  render  you  some  service 
in  some  way  for  which  he  was  to  receive  compensation  ! — A.  I  wonld 
not  like  to  say  positively  whether  he  ever  told  me  or  not,  because  really 
I  do  not  remember.  I  paid  little  or  no  attention  at  the  time,  and  would 
not  like  to  say. 

Q.  Have  you  any  remembrance  at  all  that  Mr.  Poultney  spoke  to  yoa 
about  that  subject ! — ^A.  My  memory  is  so  treacherous  that  I  really 
would  not  like  on  my  oath  to  say. 

Q.  Tell  us  what  your  impressions  are. — A.  I  remember  we  paid  Mr. 
Markley  the  amount. 

Q.  The  sum  of  $10,000  !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Poultney  inform  you  what  it  was  paid  for  I — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Or  what  equivalent  Mr.  Markley  gave  for  it! — A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Poultney  never  told  you  about  it  at  all ! — A.  No,  sir.  Mr. 
Poultney  attended  to  that  matter  himself.  You  see,  we  have  particular 
branches  of  the  business.  Mr.  Poultney  attended  to  that  branch  and  I  to 
another,  and  I  did  not  interfere  with  his  branch.  Of  course,  I  did  not 
question  Mr.  Poultney  about  this  transaction,  nor  he  about  mine,  and  I 
had  nothing  to  do  with  that  branch  of  the  business. 

Q.  Did  not  the  money  go  out  of  your  firm  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  he  not  inform  you  for  what  equivalent  he  paid  those  $10,000.— 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  you  say  you  do  not  know  anything  about  that  Markley  transac- 
tion at  all! — A.  No,  sir  j  I  did  not  see  Markley,  and  heard  no  conversa- 
tion or  anything  about  it. 

Q.  And  the  money  was  paid  to  him  without  any  question  being  asked 
on  your  part  about  it! — ^A.  I  did  not  a^k  any  question  about  it.  I  never 
question  any  act  of  my  partners. 

By  the  CuAJOtMAJR : 

Q.  This  transaction  was  entirely  negotiated  by  Mr.  Poultney!— 
A.  Entirely. 
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Q.  You  had  no  knowledge  of  it! — A.  I  had  a  knowledge  that  he 
bought  the  arms. 
Q.  You  had  nothing  to  do  with  it! — A.  No,  sir. 
Q.  And  he  did  not  communicate  to  jou  the  details  f — A.  No,  sir^ 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Is  there  anybody  in  your  employment  who  aided  in  the  transaction 
of  this  business  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  No  bookkeeper  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Mr.  Poultney  attended  to  it  all  himself  personally  f — ^A.  He  at- 
tended to  it  all  himself,  as  hsis  always  been  his  custom  to  do.  We  have 
dilfereut  branches  of  the  business  to  attend  to.  Mr.  Poultney's  was 
more  in  the  arms  line,  and  I  was  more  confined  at  home  to  the  other 
bmiich  of  the  business,  the  fancy  goods,  to  keep  up  the  stock  of  other 
goods.  We  do  not  deal  exclusively  in  arms.  We  import  other  fine 
goods  in  addition  to  those,  similar  to  the  stores  in  New  York,  and  my 
business  is  to  attend  to  that  branch. 

Q.  Do  your  books  show  anything  about  this  transaction  with  Mr. 
Miirkley  ! — ^A.  No,  sir. 


Washington,  April  9, 1872. 

Frederick  T.  Dent  sworn  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Question.  General  Dent,  do  you  hold  any  stock  in  any  arms  com- 
pany!— Answer.  I  do. 

Q.  What  arms  company  is  it? — A.  I  will  give  you  its  precise  title, 
[reading  from  a  certificate  of  stock :]  '*  United  States  Regulation  Fire- 
Arms  Company.'' 

Q.  Is  that  the  so-called  Allin  Company  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Is  that  stock  held  by  many  officers  of  the  Army  to  your  knowl- 
edge ! — A.  No,  sir ;  I  think  not.  I  know  of  but  one  who  holds  any  be- 
sides myself,  and  that  is  an  officer  now  in  Texas  who  organized  the 
company. 

Q.  Did  you,  or  did  you  not,  within  the  last  fortnight  or  three  weeks, 
tell  a  gentleman  in  the  ante-room  of  the  White  House  that  you  wanted 
to  dispose  of  some  Remington  stock  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  At  the  same  time  informing  him  that  you  thought  it  would  be 
good  stock,  because  the  whole  South  were  to  be  armed  with  the  Rem- 
iugton  gunf — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  you  did  not! — A.  I  am  sure. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  in  the  Army  who  holds  Remington  stock! 
—A.  Not  an  individual  in  the  Army  or  out  of  it.  I  do  not  know  who 
liolds  any  of  the  stock. 

Q.  Does  this  United  States  Regulation  Fire- Arms  Company  manufac- 
ture arms  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  the  comjiany  organized  for  ! — A.  It  was  organized  for  the 
purpose  of  manufacturing  arms,  but  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any  per- 
son connected  with  the  company  who  has  means  enough  to  establish  a 
manufactory,  and  never  have  had,  and  they  therefore  have  never  manu- 
factured any  arms  or  had  any  contracts  for  the  manufacture  of  arms. 
The  object  was,  I  believe,  to  organize  a  company  for  the  manufacture  of 
arms,  for  the  i)urposeof  selling  arms  to  any  person  who  might  wish  lo 
buy. 
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Q.  So  you  say  distinctly  that  you  did  not  speak  to  anybody  about 
your  holding  Eemington  stock  and  desiring  to  dispose  of  it !— A.  No, 
sir ;  never.  1  never  held  any  Remington  stock  in  my  life,  and  never 
spoke  of  it  to  any  person. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  was  this  company  organized  f — A.  I  cannot  exactly  give 
the  time.  It  was  some  time  before  the  commencement  of  the  pre^^ut 
administration. 

Q.  But  they  have  never  manufactured  any  arms  t — A.  Never  manu- 
factured anything — never  done  anything. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  Why  does  it  call  itself  the  "  Regulation  Fire- Arms  Company  T— 
A.  Simply  because  the  arm  is  the  same  model  precisely  as  the  arm  that 
the  troops  were  armed  with,  that  is,  the  breech-loading  Springfield  gim. 
It  is  on  the  same  pattern  as  that. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  is,  your  object  was  to  manufacture  that  gun  if  yon  had  gone 
into  the  manufacture  of  arms,  which  you  never  did  f — A.  Yes,  sir;  but 
we  never  did. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Who  is  the  president  of  the  company  f — A.  I  really  do  not  know. 
I  consider  the  stock  as  worthless,  and  1  never  look  at  it. 

Q.  Is  it  not  on  the  certificate? — A.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  do  not  know  that 
the  one  named  here  is  the  president  at  this  time. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Who  was  the  president  then  ? — A.  I  do  not  know ;  I  really  have 
never  looked  to  see.  [Alter  examining  the  certificate  of  stock.]  I  think 
it  is  James  H.  Ingersoll. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Who  is  he? — A.  I  do  not  know;  I  never  saw  him  and  never  heard 
of  him.    George  D.  Balen  is  the  secretary;  1  do  not  know  who  he  is. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  is  the  value  of  the  stock  now  f — A.  Nothing. 

Q.  Have  you  ever  realized  anything  from  it  ? — A.  Xot  a  cent. 

By  Mr.  AisiES : 

Q.  With  whom  did  you  have  this  conversation  in  the  ante-room?— A. 
I  never  had  a  conversation  of  that  kind  with  any  person  in  the  ante- 
room. I  do  not  recollect  ever  having  had  a  conVersation  with  rejranl 
to  arms  in  the  ante-room  at  all,  but  with  regard  to  Remington  sttH?k  I 
certainly  never  had.  I  did  say,  with  regard  to  this  stock,  thatheinigi't 
have  it  for  almost  anything  he  would  give  for  it. 


Washington,  Ajml  9, 1872. 
Carlisle  P.  Patterson  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chair^ian  : 

Question.  Do   you  recollect    accompanying   General  Ingalls  to  the 
French  legation  on  a  certain  occasion  f — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  accompany  biin  there  more  than  once  ? — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  the  substance  of  the  interview- 
between  General  Ingalls  and  the  French  legation  when  you  were  pre- 
sent!— A.  It  was  a  purely  accidental  thing.  I  met  General  Ingalls 
coming  down  Fourteenth  or  Fifteenth  street,  and  he  observed  tome,  "I 
have  just  got  a  telegram  from  Garrison  to  see  the  French  minister 
in  refrard  to  some  contract  of  arms ;  will  you  not  go  with  me  and  see 
him !"  Said  I,  "  Certainly,  with  i)leasure.''  We  called,  and  after  the 
usual  compliments  of  the  morning,  General  Ingalls  stated  to  the  French 
minister  that  he  had  received  a  telegram  from  C.  K.  Garrison,  of  Xew 
York,  and  came  to  inquire  whether  he,  the  minister,  had  any  power  to 
confirm  or  annul  any  contracts,  with  regard  to  arms,  of  any  description. 
Mr.  Treilhard  said  he  had  not  anything  of  the  kind.  General  Ingalls 
then,  a«  1  recollect,  stated  that  he  understood  Mr.  Garrison  had  a  contract 
of  some  description  for  an  English  house  or  English  agents,  or  something 
of  that  kind,  but  they  were  arms  for  the  French  government.  There  was 
no  secret  about  it  at  the  time.  It  was  so  understood  at  any  rat/C.  The 
matter  was  discussed  for  a  few  moments.  He  said,  *'  Mr.  Garrison's  is 
rather  a  hard  case,  and  if  you  have  any  power  directly  to  act  in  the 
matter  I  wonld  be  very  glad  if  you  could  accommodate  him.''  Mr. 
Treilhard  said  he  had  no  power  of  any  kind  or  description,  and  General 
Injralls  expressed  his  regret,  and  we  went  out. 

Q.  Did  General  Ingalls  at  that  interview  make  any  boast  or  threat  of 
the  power  that  he  had  with  his  Government  to  do  anything  in  case  the 
French  government  refused? — A.  Nothing  of  the  kind. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Did  he  make  any  remark  with  relation  to  his  influence,  or  that 
sort  of  thing  ! — A.  Not  that  I  recollect  of.  I  considered  the  visit  a  mere 
matter  of  courtesy.  Garrison  having  asked  him  to  do  so,  just  as  we  who 
live  in  Washington  get  requests  to  call  on  the  different  Departments  to 
obtain  information. 

Q.  Did  he  request  the  Fretich  minister  to  communicate  with  his  gov- 
ernment about  it? — A.  I  cannot  recollect  that  he  did.  It  is  barely 
possible  that  he  might  have  done  so,  but  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Do  you  not  remember  any  expressions  that  would  indicate  that  he 
desired  the  French  minister  to  communicate  with  his  government  about 
this  contract  of  Garrison's  ? — A.  No;  I  do  not  recollect  anything  of  the 
kind.  It  is  barely  possible  the  thing  may  have  taken  place,  because  it 
made  no  very  strong  impression  on  my  mind.  It  was  a  mere  matter  of 
courtesy  that  we  called,  I  presume,  and  we  parted  there.  When  we 
came  out  I  expressed  my  regi-et,  and  said,  "  I  am  very  sorry  Garrison 
has  got  in  this  scrape,  and  1  hope  he  will  get  out  of  it." 

Q.  Is  Mr.  Garrison  an  acquaintance  of  yours! — A.  Yes;  for  many 
years. 

Q.  And  General  Ingalls  also  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  for  twenty  years,  prob- 
ably. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  If  you  had  received  a  telegram  from  a  personal  friend,  to  do  that 
little  service  for  him,  would  you  not  have  felt  at  perfect  liberty  to  do 
it  ? — A.  Y'es,  sir ;  and  I  did  exactly  that  thing  myself.  Mr.  Oscanyon,  the 
the  consul  general  of  Turkey,  in  New  York,  whom  I  knew  very  well, 
telegraphed  me  to  call  upon  General  Dyer — I  think  that  was  some  time 
in  September  or  October,  however,  some  time  previous  to  this  interview 
—and  ask  General  Dyer  how  many  arms  he  would  sell,  and  at  what 
prices,  which  1  did.    I  called  upon  General  Dyer,  and  asked  him  the 
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question,  and  be  told  me  the  price,  but  said  he  conid  not  sell  tbem  at 
private  sale,  but  they  had  to  be  sold  upon  bids ;  and  then  I  wrok  to 
Mr.  Oscanyon,  stating  the  facts  of  the  case. 

Q.  Are  you  an  Army  or  Navy  officer? — A.  Neither.  I  am  attached 
to  the  Coast  Survey. 

By  the  Chairivian  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  Government  official  who,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, received  anything  from  the  sale  of  arms  by  the  Government  f— 
A.  No,  sir.  1  know  nothing  about  the  subject  at  all,  except  this  acci- 
dental conversation. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  the  sale  of  arnisT — A.  No,  sir; 
except  asking  General  Dyer,  as  I  have  stated,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Os- 
canyon,  and  this  conversation  between  General  Ingalls  and  the  Freneli 
minister,  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it  at  all. 


Washington,  April  9, 1S72. 
F.  M.  Peck  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Question.  I  asked  you  some  questions  the  other  day  about  an  attempt 
made  to  purchase  arms  by  you,  in  connection  with  Mr.  Mackeuzie,  anJ 
it  was  only  a  small  part  of  the  story  we  received  from  you.  Will  you 
be  kind  enough  to  tell  us  the  whole  thing  ? — Answer.  Had  you  not 
better  ask  me  specific  questions  to  guide  me,  for  I  have  forgotten  abont 
that  matter! 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Mackenzie's  testimony  on  the  subject  f — A.  I  think 
I  saw  a  portion  of  it  reported,  but  1  have  not  seen  the  whole  testi- 
mony. 

Q.  Were  there  to  be  any  partners  in  that  transaction  t — A.  What 
transaction  do  you  refer  to  1 

Q.  The  purchiise  of  arms  you  proposed  to  make  from  the  Ordnance 
Bureau. — A.  I  forget  about  it.  I  have  not  any  definite  recollection.  I 
cannot  even  tell  whether  it  was  in  the  fall  or  winter  of  1870,  or  the 
spring  of  1871. 

Q.  Did  you  not  mention  the  name  of  Mr.  Norman  Wiardf — A.  Yes,  I 
mentioned  liis  name  in  connection  with  another  afifair. 

Q.  W^hat  was  the  other  affair? — A.  In  connection  with  some  small 
amounts  of  arms  that  we  thought  we  could  sell.  I  was  interested  with 
him  at  the  time  in  some  other  matters,  and  we  thought  we  could  sell 
some  other  arms.  I  prefer  that  you  would  not  misapprehend  that  this 
matter  of  Mackenzie  had  any  connection  with  Norman  Wiard. 

Q.  I  was  going  to  put  that  question  to  you,  whether  Mr.  Norman 
Wiard  was  to  be  connected  with  the  purchase  of  arms  you  were  to  make 
in  conjunction  with  Mr.  Mackenzie.— A.  I  think  I  may  have  been  inter 
ested  with  him,  but  the  whole  business  of  Mackenzie  was  done  through 
me  entirely. 

Q.  How'^did  you  know  that  Mr.  Mackenzie  desired  to  purchase  arms . 

<\    I  saw  ISLr  Schenck 

Q.  Who  is  Mr.  Schenck  ?— A.  A  gentleman  in  New  York.  I  think  be 
is  connected  with  an  auction  house  there. 

Q.  Is  he  a  dealer  in  arms  f — ^A.  No. 
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Q.  Is  he  a  broker  t — ^A.  I  think  he  is  a  broker. 

Q.  A  speculator  f — ^A.  I  think  he  is  a  general  broker.  I  do  not  know 
exactly  what  he  is. 

Q.  What  is  his  first  namef — A.  I  do  not  know  that. 

Q.  Has  he  an  office  in  New  Yorkt — ^A.  I  do  not  know  even  that. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Schenck  tell  you  that  Mackenzie  wanted  to  buy  arms? — 
A.  He  did  not  tell  me  in  the  first  place  who  wanted  to  buy  arms.  He 
told  me  that  there  was  a  credit  established  with  a  banker  in  New  York. 

Q.  In  his  favor! — A.  No :  he  did  not  say  in  his  favor.  He  said  there 
was  a  credit  established  in  New  York  to  buy  arms. 

Q.  Which  Mackenzie  could  use! — A,  He  did  not  say ''Mackenzie'' 
at  all. 

Q.  Whom  did  he  say! — A.  Do  not  advance  any  further  than  I  do,  if 
you  please.  He  came  to  me  and  told  me  that  he  had  a  chance  to  place 
two  hundred  or  three  hundred  thousand  stand  of  arms  if  I  could  get 
them.  If  I  remember  aright,  it  was  at  the  time  that  President  Grant 
had  issued  an  order  forbidding  the  sale  of  arms,  at  the  instance  of  pro- 
tests that  had  been  made  by  Germans  in  this  country,  and  it  was  sup- 
posed that  arms  could  not  be  bought  at  all. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  about  what  time  that  was  T — A.  I  cannot  tell 
you.  If  I  were  to  go  back  to  New  York  and  refer  to  my  memoranda  and 
letters 

Q.  Your  memory  is  that  it  was  about  the  time  instructions  were  given 
by  the  President  to  the  War  Department  f  Those  instructions  were  given 
on  the  23d  of  January,  1871, 1  believe.  It  was  about  that  time,  then, 
you  say  ! — A.  I  remember  distinctly  that  the  President  issued  an  order 
that  arms  should  not  be  sold,  at  the  instance  of  Germans  in  this  country. 
I  tliink  your  name  was  mentioned  among  others  who  protested  against 
the  sale  of  arms.  It  lasted  about  two  or  three  months.  There  was  very 
great  difficulty  then  in  getting  arms  from  the  bureau. 

Q.  Schenck  told  you  that  a  credit  was  placed  somewhere  f — A.  He 
told  me  that  he  had  got  a  chance  to  sell  about  two  or  three  hundred 
thousand  stand  of  arms.  I  think  the  highest  limit  was  350,000;  but  the 
difficulty  was  to  get  the  arms. 

Q.  Did  Schenck  tell  you  in  whose  favor  the  credit  was  placed  there  t 
—A.  No;  he  did  not  tell  me  at  all,  at  first. 

Q.  Did  he  afterward? — A.  He  did  after  the  affair  had  been  consum- 
mated, and  I  understood  what  it  was ;  then  he  brought  Mackenzie  and 
me  together,  if  I  remember  aright,  in  the  matter. 

Q.  Did  you  then  learn  for  whom  the  credit  had  been  established ;  who 
conld  use  that  credit? — A.  I  did  not  learn  where  the  arms  were  going. 

Q.  That  is  not  the  question  I  asked  you.  You  said  that  a  credit  had 
been  established  somewhere  at  a  bank,  as  I  understood  you  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  that  Schenck  spoke  to  you  about  that? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  I  asked  you  who  was  authorized  to  use  that  credit,  and  you 
said  he  did  not  tell  you  at  first.  Then  I  asked  you  whether  he  told 
you  afterward. — A.  No;  I  do  not  think  he  told  me  afterward;  he 
brought  me  in  connection  with  his  principal. 

Q.  With  Mackenzie  ? — A.  I  think  it  was  with  Mackenzie.  You  are 
inquiring  of  things  which  happened  fifteen  or  eighteen  months  ago, 
which  were  entirely  resultless,  and  about  which  I  have  forgotten  almost 
all  the  circumstances.    I  can  give  you  the  general  idea. 

Q.  Then  you  looked  upon  Mackenzie  as  the  principal,  did  you  ? — A.  I 
looked  upon  Mackenzie  as  about  in  the  same  position  that  I  was  in. 
He  wanted  to  buy  arms,  and  he  wanted  to  have  me  get  them  for  him  if 
I  could. 

35SA 
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Q.  You  said  Schenck  brought  you  in  communication  with  his  prin- 
cipal, and  1  asked  you  whether  Mackenzie  was  that  principal!— -A.  I 
will  say  his  apparent  principal. 

Q.  Mackenzie  f — A.  The  principal,  I  presume,  was  on  the  other  side 
of  the  water,  the  man  who  wanted  to  buy  the  arms.  Mackenzie  has 
testified  that  he  had  a  brother  on  the  other  side  of  the  water  who  va5 
his  correspondent,  who  was  constantly  ordering  arms,  and  Mackenzie 
could  have  sold  any  quantities  of  arms  if  the  Ordnance  Department 
would  have  dropped  down  a  little  bit  in  their  charges  and  sold  them 
more  reasonable. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Where  did  that  brother  live? — A.  In  France.  Mackenzie,  if  I  re- 
member aright,  is  the  agent  of  the  Transatlantic  Steamship  Comi)an\, 
and  has  a  brother  on  the  other  side,  either  in  Bordeaux  or  Ha\Te,  who 
was  his  correspondent  there,  and  through  him,  I  presume,  he  got  his 
orders  for  arms. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  say  Schenck  brought  you  in  communication  with  his  principal 
and  I  concluded,  therefore,  that  you  knew  who  the  principal  wa.^.  I 
asked  whether  the  principal  was  Mackenzie  with  whom  he  brought  yon 
in  communication? — A.  1  do  not  think  the  principal  was  Mackenzie.  I 
think  Mackenzie  was  simply  an  agent  in  the  same  degree  that  1  was. 

Q.  In  what  sense,  then,  do  you  say  that  Schenck  brought  you  in  com- 
munication with  the  principal! — A.  Simply  because  Mackenzie  was  the 
man  whom  Schenck  represented  to  me. 

Q.  As  the  man  who  was  to  transact  that  business  ?  Was  that  it!— A. 
Yes  ]  as  the  man  who  was  to  transact  the  business. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Wiard  was  in  communication  with 
Schenck? — A.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  was.  1  know  Mr.  Schenck 
was  in  and  out  of  our  office  day  after  day  talking  with  us.  I  do  not 
remember  particularly  Wiard's  having  any  conversation  with  him. 

Q.  Was  any  application  made  to  the  War  Department  through  one  of 
the  parties  concerned,  who  proposed  to  make  that  purchase  ! — A.  1  pn> 
posed  to  make  the  purchase. 

Q.  Did  you  not  testify  the  other  day  that  Mr.  Norman  Wiard  was  to 
go  to  Washington,  to  inquire  of  the  War  Department  whether  arm5 
were  to  be  had! — ^A.  Yes;  but  that  was  with  reference  to  an  entirely 
different  matter. 

Q.  What  was  that  different  matter! — A.  Some  small  matters  of  arms 
that  were  advertised.  If  you  will  refer  to  the  papers,  you  will  find  that 
either  the  Navy  or  War  Department  advertised  during  the  fall  small 
lots  of  arms  which  they  had  received  of  their  own  production.  I  think 
I  stated  some  of  them,  the  Gallagher,  the  Cosmopolitan,  and  the  Born- 
side  arms,  and  two  or  three  other  models. 

Q.  Did  you  buy  them? — A,  We  did  not  buy  them. 

Q.  Did  anybody  have  communication  with  the  War  Department 
about  the  large  purchase  of  arms  you  proposed  to  make  ! — A.  Neither 
one  of  us. 

Q.  Do  you  know  anybody,  aside  from  the  persons  you  have  named, 
who  did! — A.  I  do  not  know,  personally,  of  anybody  who  had  any 
communication  with  the  War  Department  at  all. 

Q.  You  do  not? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Mr.  Mackenzie  testified  that  he  wrote  a  letter  to  a  lady,  whom  he 
called  A^s.  Davis,  in  connection  with  the  matter.    Do  you  know  any- 
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thing  about  that  f — A.  What  relations  Mr.  Mackenzie  may  have  had 
with  Mrs.  Davis  I  do  not  know  anything  about. 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  a  communication  that  was  had  with  a  Mrs. 
Mason  in  regard  to  this  matter! — A.  That  Mr.  Mackenzie  had  with 
her! 

Q.  Either  you,  or  Wiard,  or  Mackenzie  ! — A.  1  know  some  communi- 
cations that  I  had  with  her. 

Q.  In  reference  to  this  matter  ! — ^A.  Yes,  the  purchase  of  arms. 

Q.  What  was  it ! — A.  I  understood  that  Mrs.  Mason  could  get  the 
control  of  some  arms,  and  I  had  some  correspondence  with  her,  I  think. 

Q.  Who  informed  you  that  Mrs.  Masou  could  control  some  arms  !— 
A.  It  was  a  particular  friend  of  hers  and  a  particular  friend  of  mine,  a 
very  particular  friend. 

Q.  Who  was  it ! — A.  I  am  not  going  to  tell  you  that.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary at  all.    It  has  not  the  slightest  relation  to  this  investigation. 

Q.  I  think  it  has ;  who  was  it!  You  are  sworn  to  state  the  whole  truth 
about  it. — A.  She  was  introduced  to  me  by  a  friend  of  hers,  who  had 
known  her  during  the  war  of  the  rebellion — a  man  who  is  entirely  out- 
side of  this  afiair. 

Q.  Did  you  not  say  that  he  informed  you  that  Mrs.  Mason  had  influ- 
ence to  get  arms! — A.  This  gentleman  informed  me  that  Mrs.  Mason 
Traa  a  very  intelligent,  smart  .woman ;  that  he  thought  she  could  get 
arms. 

Q.  Then  certainly  that  has  some  connection  with  the  arms  business, 
and  we  should  like  to  know  who  that  person  w^as. — A.  I  would  not  have 
any  objection  to  telling  the  gentleman's  name,  if  it  would  not  go  outside  of 
this  com  mittee- room.  I  do  not  like  it  reported  all  over  the  United  States. 
I  have  already  told  you,  Mr.  Schurz,  who  the  gentleman  was. 

Q.  I  do  not  remember. — A.  If  you  do  not,  you  have  a  very  defective 
memory. 

Q.  He  came  to  you,  as  you  state  yourself,  informing  you  that  Mrs. 
Mason  could  procure  the  sale  of  arms,  or  something  to  that  effect.  I 
think  it  is  of  interest  to  the  committee  to  know  who  it  was. — A.  If 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  tells  me  that  I  must  state  who  the  gen- 
tleman was,  I  will  state  it;  not  otherwise. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  not  like  to  decide  that  question  without  a 
fuller  committee. 

The  Witness.  It  is  not  necessary.  [To  Mr.  Schurz.]  I  have  talked 
with  you  confidentially  about  the  matter.  You  know  who  the  gentle- 
man was,  and  there  is  no  possibility  of  your  having  forgotten  it,  either. 

Mr.  ScHUKZ.  I  should  say  at  the  same  time,  that  I  told  you  I  did  not 
want  to  receive  any  confidential  communication  about  any  point  I  was 
to  examine  you  upon. 

The  Witness.  You  told  me  so.  You  told  me  you  were  going  to  ex- 
amine this  affair,  and  I  said  to  you  you  could  not  find  anything  damag- 
ing to  anybody  in  it;  that  I  was  simply  deceived  by  a  lady  from  Wash- 
ington. 

Mr.  SCHXTKZ.  Possibly  so.    I  do  not  remember  it. 

The  Witness.  It  is  simply  annoying  to  me. 

Mr.  ScHXJEZ.  If  it  is  annoying  to  you,  I  will  pass  that  point.  Who  is 
Mrs.  Mason  ! — A.  She  is  a  Washington  lady. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Schuez.)  Do  you  know  where  she  lives! — A.  I  do  not 
know  'where  she  lives  now. 

Q.  Does  she  live  here  in  the  city  ! — A.  She  lives  in  Washington,  I 
believe. 

Q.  You  were  then,  you  say,  put  in  conununtcatioQ'  witb  Mrs.  Mason, 
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in  regard  to  the  purchase  of  arms.  What  cx)mnmnicatioii  did  she  make 
to  you  about  it  ? — A.  She  simply  told  me  that  she  thought  she  could 
get  some  arms. 

Q.  Was  anybody  else  present  at  that  interview  that  you  had  with  her?— 
A.  There  was  no  person  present  at  that  interview  which  I  had  with 
her. 

Q.  How  did  she  tell  you  she  could  get  arms  f — A.  I  do  not  remember 
that  exactly.  She  thought  she  could  get  arms.  That  was  all  the  im- 
pression I  had. 

Q.  Did  she  tell  you  through  what  influence  she  could  procure  arms!— 
A.  She  did  not. 

Q.  Did  she  mention  any  persons  through  whom  she  could  procure 
arms  ! — A.  She  did  not  mention  any  persons  through  whom  she  conld 
procure  arms. 

Q.  Did  she  say  that  she  was  in  communication  with  persons  con- 
nected with  the  Ordnance  Bureau  or  the  Government  generally?— A. 
She  did  not. 

Q.  How  did  you  understand,  then,  that  she  could  procure  arms!— A. 
I  have  already  told  you  that  this  thing  was  so  long  ago  that  I  have  for- 
gotten myself  all  about  it.  If  you  will  permit  me  a  minute  to  think,  I 
can  tell  you  better.  The  lady  represented  herself  to  rae  to  be  in  a  po- 
sition in  which  she  could  procure  arms.  .She  undoubtedly  satisfied  me 
of  her  ability  to  procure  arms. 

Q.  She  did  satisfy  you? — A.  She  entirely  satisfied  me  at  the  timeot 
her  ability  to  procure  arms,  otherwise  I  should  not  have  had  any  com- 
munication with  her  at  all;  but  she  entirely  deceived  me  in  the  matter. 

Q.  How  did  she  satisfy  you  that  she  could  procure  arms? — A.  I  can- 
not tell  you  that;  I  have  forgotten  it.  I  remember  very  well  that  she 
satisfied  me  at  the  time  that  she  could  procure  arms;  but  as  to  the  cir- 
cumstances, as  to  the  details,  I  cannot  remember  anything  about  tbem. 
It  is  one  of  those  things  that  a  man  rubs  out  firom  his  memory-;  it  did 
not  amount  to  anything. 

Q.  I  suppose  with  a  violent  effort  he  could  rub  it  out  from  his  memory, 
but  is  he  very  likely  to? — A.  Gentlemen  do  not  use  violent  efforts  wheo 
put  on  oath  to  rub  things  out  of  their  memory;  they  generally  tell  the 
truth. 

Q.  Did  she,  in  her  conversations  with  you,  mention  any  names  of  men 
through  whom  she  could  procure  arms? — ^A.  I  do  not  think  she  did. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  she  did  not  ? — A.  Simply  the  Ordnance  Bnreaa  gen- 
erally. 

Q.  Did  she  say  that  she  could  exercise  an  influence  in  the  Ordnance 
Department  generally,  as  you  express  it,  to  procure  those  arms  for  yon  !— 
A.  Yes,  I  think  she  did.  It  is  very  easy  for  a  person  to  say  that  he 
can  exercise  an  influence. 

Q.  And  she  said  it  in  such  a  way  that  she  satisfied  you  she  conld !— 
A.  She  satisfied  me  at  the  time. 

Q.  Did  she  ask  for  any  compensation  ? — ^A.  She  was  to  have  an  in- 
terest in  the  purchase  if  made. 

Q.  How  large  an  interest  ? — ^A.  That  I  have  forgotten  entirely  about. 

Q.  Did  she  ask  for  any  specific  sum  of  money  ? — A.  I  do  not  think 
she  did.    I  know  she  did  not.    She  asked  for  a  proportional  interest 

Q.  What  happened  then  ? — A.  Nothing  happened.  There  was  no  r^ 
suit  whatever. 

Q.  Did  the  matter  rest  after  this  first  interview  ? — ^A.  No.  I  had  one 
or  two  interviews  with  her. 
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Q.  Did  yon  have  communication  with  her  ahont  this  matter  of  arms 
again  f — ^A.  I  had  quite  a  correspondence  with  her. 

Q.  What  was  the  subject  of  that  correspondence  f — A.  Simply  that 
she  could  get  arms.  She  was  sure  of  it.  I  began  to  doubt  it ;  and  the 
results  that  she  proposed  to  bring  about  did  not  agree  with  her  repre- 
sentations. I  doubted  her,  and  she  tried  to  convince  me  that  she  could 
bring  about  what  she  proposed. 

Q.  Did  you  insist  that  she  should  take  any  practical  steps  to  procure 
the  arms  ? — A.  I  did  not  insist  on  anything.  She  had  her  own  proposi- 
tion. 

Q.  Did  you  accede  to  her  proposition! — A.  I  had  no  proposition  to 
accede  to.  I  simply  agreed  to  take  from  her  the  arms  which  she  could 
bay  at  such  a  sum.    She  could  not  get  the  arms. 

Q.  That  was  the  proposition,  then,  that  she  should  have  an  interest 
in  those  arms  f — A.  She  proposed  to  get  me  arms  to  the  number  of  any- 
where from  100,000  to  350,000  stand.  She  could  not  get  them ;  she 
entirely  failed  in  it.  As  1  told  you  the  other  day,  the  Ordnance  Bureau 
made  a  great  mistake  in  not  selling  me  arms  at  a  certain  price.  If 
General  Dyer  had  not  been  so  stupidly  honest,  I  will  not  say  "  honest,'^ 
for  it  is  not  necessary ;  but  if  he  had  not  been  so  obtuse  in  sticking 
to  his  price  for  arms,  he  could  have  got  rid  of  three  hundred  thousand 
staud  of  arms  at  least.  The  proposition  was  that  the  arms  should 
be  sold  us  at  a  dollar  less  than  the  rate.  The  market  for  arms  was 
dead.  I  cannot  tell  you  the  time  this  occurred;  but  I  remember  that 
the  war  was  nearly  over;  the  arms  market  was  dead;  there  was  no 
demand  for  arms  at  all;  but  I  had  a  chance  to  sell  three  hundred 
thousand  stand. 

Q.  You  say  that  she  made  a  proposition  to  you  according  to  which  she 
was  to  have  a  certain  interest  in  those  arms,  and  yon  accepted  that  prop- 
osition, agreeing  that  she  should  have  that  interest? — A.  I  presume  I 
did,  because  I  carried  on  a  correspondence  with  her  for  some  time.  I 
cannot  remember  what  the  proposition  was.  She  was  to  have  a  propor- 
tion in  the  profits. 

Q.  Did  she  not  make  the  proposition  to  you  to  pay  her  down  $25,000 
in  cash  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not  have  an  interview  with  her  at  the  Hoffman  House, 
New  York  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  not  agreed  upon  there  that  she  should  go  and  see  her 
friends  who  would  have  influence  enough  to  procure  the  arms! — A.  No, 
I  think  not. 

Q.  What  was  the  communication  that  passed  between  you  on  the 
subject  of  arms  at  that  interview  there  ? — A.  A  general  communication ; 
the  same  general  conversation  we  had  had  in  Washington. 

Q.  I  did  not  know  you  had  come  to  Washington  to  see  her  about 
it. — A.  I  was  here  in  Washington  and  saw  her  here. 

Q.  And  did  you  not  first  see  her  in  New  York  ! — ^A.  No,  I  first  saw 
her  in  Washington. 

Q.  When  you  received  the  first  information  about  her,  you  came  to 
Washington' to  see  her.  Was  that  it! — ^A.  Yes,  I  came  to  Washington 
to  see  her. 

Q.  Was  nobody  present  at  that  interview  in  the  Hoffman  House! — A. 
No,  there  was  not  anybody  present  ex<jept  the  gentleman  who  intro- 
duced me  to  her,  and  whose  name  I  decline  to  give  because  it  is  not  ne- 
cessary at  all.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  give  it  to  you,  and  I  have 
already  given  it  to  you. 

Mr.  SCHURZ.  I  do  not  remember  it. 
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The  Witness.  Then  your  memory  is  very  defective. 

Mr.  ScHXjRZ.  You  remember  I  told  you  I  did  not  want  to  receive 
any  confidential  communications. 

The  Witness.  He  is  a  gentleman  who  might  iK)88ibly  be  injm^  by 
being  mentioned  in  this  connection ;  I  do  not  know  whether  he  woald 
be  or  not. 

Q.  ( By  Mr.  ScHURZ.)  Is  he  a  gentleman  in  official  position? — A-  No. 
If  it  is  possible  for  a  gentleman  not  to  be  in  an  official  position,  he  is. 

Q.  Is  he  in  any  way  connected  with  any  Government  office? — A.  Not 
in  the  slightest  degree. 

Q.  In  the  ci\il  service  or  iij  the  Army  or  Navy  ? — A.  Not  in  anyway. 
You  know  perfectly  well  who  the  gentleman  is,  and  you  know  what  his 
relations  are. 

Q.  Was  it  not  agreed  at  that  interview  that  you  should  obtain  a  letter 
from  Mackenzie  to  show  that  he  would  take  the  arms  which  Mrs.  Mason 
was  to  procure  for  you! — A.  That  was  not  the  proposition  at  All. 

Q.  What  was  the  proposition  ! — A.  You  refer  to  the  interview  at  the 
Hoffman  House! 

Q.  Yes,  sir. — A.  The  difficulty  between  me  and  her  was  that  she 
thought  I  could  not  sell  any  arms. 

Q.  She  wanted  to  be  satisfied  on  that  point! — A.  She  wanted  to  be 
satisfied  that  I  could  sell  arms. 

Q.  Was  the  proposition,  then,  that  you  should  prove  to  her  that  yon 
could  sell  arms  ! — A.  Simply  that  I  had  an  order  to  sell  arras. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  steps  to  satisfy  her  of  that ! — ^A.  I  simply  gave 
her  a  memorandum.  I  forget  whether  it  passed  through  my  hands  or 
through  Mr.  Wiard's  hands.  I  forget  even  whether  it  was  verbal  or 
written. 

Q.  A  memorandum  of  what! — A.  I  think  it  was  a  written  memoran- 
dum from  Mr.  Mackenzie,  addressed  to  me  or  addressed  to  Mr.  Wianl, 
that  if  he  had  so  many  thousand  stands  of  arms  at  such  a  price,  he  could 
dispose  of  them,  and  would  agree  to  take  them. 

Q.  That  was  exactly  what  I  was  asking  about,  whether  the  paper  was 
to  be  procure<l  from  Mr.  Mackinzie  to  prove  that  you  could  take  care  of 
the  arms.  You  furnished  a  memorandum  then  ! — A.  I  do  not  say  that 
I  did  furnish  it.  My  impression  is  that  he  gave  me  such  a  memoran- 
dum as  that. 

Q.  Did  you  show  it  to  Mrs.  Mason  ! — A.  No,  I  did  not  show  it  to  her. 

Q.  Was  it  shown  to  her  at  all ! — ^A.  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

Q.  So  you  say  the  understanding  between  you  and  Mrs.  Mason  was, 
at  that  interview,  that  you  should  procure  her  a  paper  from  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie to  prove  that  he  could  take  care  of  the  arms! — A.  I  did'  not  say 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Q.  What  did  you  say! — A.  I  said  we  had  a  general  talk  the  same  as 
we  had  in  Washington ;  but,  so  far  as  the  paper  is  concerned,  I  do  not 
know  that  it  was  referred  to  in  the  interview  at  all.  It  was  necessary 
to  satisfy  Mrs.  Mason.  Mrs.  Mason  represented  that  she  could  get  a  lot 
of  arms ;  and  it  was  necessary  to  satisfy  her,  and  take  the  trouble  to  j[o 
to  New  York  and  back ;  that  there  was  a  market  for  arms  in  New  York. 

Q.  You  say  this  passed  at  the  Hoffman  House  in  New  Y^ork  f— A. 
No ;  I  did  not  say  it  at  all.  I  said  I  saw  her  there,  and  that  at  a  oertiin 
time — I  do  not  remember  when  the  time  was;  I  do  not  remember 
through  whom  it  passed ;  I  do  not  remember  by  whom  it  wsis  signed— 
there  was  a  memorandum  given  by  Mackenzie  that  he  wante^l  ^ 
many  vStand  of  arms;  that  is  to  say,  that  he  would  take  so  many  staml 
of  aims  if  he  could  get  them. 
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Q.  And  that  was  sach  a  paper  as  Mrs.  Mason  wanted  to  see,  wns 
it  not  t — A.  Yes ;  she  wanted  to  know,  if  she  conld  get  the  arms,  whether 
she  conld  find  a  market  for  them. 

Q.  Yon  say  such  a  paper  was  procured  f — ^A.  Yes,  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  about  the  existence  of  the  paper. 

Q.  Was  that  paper  shown  to  Mrs.  Mason  t — A.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther it  was  or  not. 

Q.  If  she  asked  for  it,  if  she  wanted  to  be  satisfied  on  that  point, 
and  the  paper  was  obtained  for  that  purpose,  I  ask  whether  it  was  not 
shown  to  her  f — A,  I  do  not  remember  whether  it  was  shown  to  her  or 
not.  I  did  not  give  it  to  her ;  did  not  show  it  to  her  ;  do  not  know  of 
her  ever  having  seen  it. 

Q.  Did  anybody  connected  with  the  matter  give  it  to  her,  do  you 
know  ! — A.  That  I  cannot  tellyou ;  I  do  not  remember  about  it.  As 
far  as  Mrs.  Mason  was  concerned,  I  presume  she  would  have  been  sat- 
isfied with  my  word  entirely  regarding  the  matter,  without  any  paper  or 
anything  else. 

Q.  Did  she  tell  you  at  that  interview  that  if  yon  had  called  earlier  she 
could  have  arranged  the  matter  f — A.  What  do  you  refer  to  now  ? 

Q.  I  mean  the  purchase  of  arms. — A.  What  do  you  mean — some 
weeks  earlier,  or  earlier  during  the  arms  purchases  ? 

Q.  I  am  speaking  of  the  interview  you  had  with  her  at  the  Hoffman 
House. — A.  If  I  had  called  earlier  during  the  day  I 

Q.  Earlier  during  the  day  or  the  day  before. — A.  She  did  not  state 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Q.  Did  she  not  say  to  you  then  that  she  had  just  had  interviews 
with  persons  connects  with  the  Ordnance  Bureau  f — A.  What  day  is  it 
yon  refer  to  t  * 

Q.  I  refer  to  the  day  you  had  that  interview  with  her  at  the  Hoff- 
man House  f — A.  I  had  half  a  dozen  interviews  with  her  at  the  Hoff- 
man House.  If  I  remember  aright,  she  was  at  the  Hoffman  House 
three  or  four  days.    I  saw  her  quite  a  number  of  times. 

Q.  Did  she  tell  you  so  at  any  one  of  those  interviews  ! — A.  That  if  I 
had  called  earlier  during  the  day  she  could  have  effected  the  purchase  ! 

Q.  No;  that  she  had  just  had  communication  with  persons  connected 
with  the  Ordnance  Bureau  ? — A.  No;  she  did  not  tell  me  anything  of 
the  kind. 

Q.  Did  you  see  her  afterward,  in  Washington,  again  f — A.  No ;  I 
have  not  seen  her  since. 

Q.  Not  after  the  interviews  at  the  Hoffman  House  ? — A.  I  have  not 
seen  her  since. 

Q.  How  did  the  matter  coine  to  an  end! — A.  It  came  to  an  end  in  a 
perfect  failure. 

Q.  How  80  f — A.  We  did  not  get  the  arms. 

Q.  I  understand  that ;  but  did  you  not  satisfy  Mrs.  Mason  that  you 
could  dispose  of  the  arms  ! — A.  Perfectly.  I  could  have  sold  300,000 
stand  of  arms  if  the  Ordnance  Bureau  would  have  dropped  their  price 
from  $12  05  or  $12  30— whatever  it  was  at  that  time — down  to  $11  30. 

Q.  I  mean  did  yon  satisfy  Mrs.  Mason  that  ^u  conld  dispose  of  the 
arms?— A.  Perfectly. 

Q.  How  did  you  satisfy  her  f — A.  Because  she  believed  in  me. 

Q.  Did  you  show  her  anything  from  your  partn^s  ? — A.  No ;  I  did 
not  show  her  anything  at  all. 

Q.  So  your  mere  assertion,  you  think,  was  satisfaction  enough! — A. 
Yes. 

Q.  Was  that  all  the  satisfaction  you  gave  on  that  point ! — A.  All  the 
satisfaction,  except  that  she  knew  of  this  memorandum  from  Mackenzie. 
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Q.  She  knew  of  it.  How  did  she  know  of  itt — A.  I  do  not  know 
how.  I  do  not  know  who  gave  it  to  her.  I  do  not  know  even  whether 
she  read  it  herself,  but  I  know  she  knew  of  it. 

Q.  How  did  the  matter  come  to  an  end  f — A.  She  came  on  to  Wash- 
ington. If  I  remember  aright,  I  wrote  a  proposition  for  her  myself  in 
her  room  at  the  Holfman  House,  bidding  so  much  for  arms —if  I  remem- 
ber aright,  $11  30,  or  somewhere  in  that  neighborhood,  for  Springfield 
rifles — ^to  send  on  to  Washington,  and  two  or  three  days  afterward  I  re- 
ceived a  letter,  addressed  to  ber  in  my  care,  entirely  rejecting  the  bid. 

Q.  From  whom  was  that  letter  f — ^A.  I  am  very  sorry  that  about  sii 
weeks  or  two  mouths  ago  I  lyirned  up  all  the  papers.  It  was  from  some 
person  in  the  Ordnance  Office  authorized  to  receive  or  reject  bids. 

Q.  Who  was  it  1 — A.  I  do  not  remember  who  it  was.  I  went  to  the 
Ordnance  OfBce  to  try  to  find  out,  and  I  cannot  find  it. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  To  whom  was  it  directed! — ^A.  To  Mrs.  Mason,  in  my  care. 
Q.  Was  her  first  name  given  I — A.  I  presume  so. 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  What  was  the  first  name  ! — A.  That  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Was  it  an  official  letter,  with  the  oflBcial  mark  on  it  f — A.  I  think  it 
was.    They  know  all  about  it  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau. 

Q.  And  then  that  ended  the  matter! — A.  That  ended  the  matter. 

Q.  You  had  no  further  communication  with  her  about  this  proposition 
at  all  ? — A.  None. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Where  did  you  see  Mrs.  Mason  first  f — A.  In  Washington. 

Q.  What  induced  you  to  see  her  ! — A.  1  have  already  told  Mr.  Schun 
that  a  friend  of  hers,  whose  name  I  do  not  propose  to  mention  under 
any  circumstances  whatever,  introduced  me  to  her. 

Q.  I  do  not  ask  his  name ;  I  only  want  to  know  how  yon  got  ac- 
quainted with  her  ! — A.  I  got  acquainted  with  her  through  his  intro- 
duction. 

Q.  W^hen  and  where  was  that! — A.  The  statement  about  her  was 
made  to  me  in  New  York. 

Q.  Where  was  the  introduction! — A.  The  introduction  was  made  by 
letter.    I  came  on  to  see  her  in  Washington  with  a  letter  from  him. 

Q.  A  gentleman  in  New  York! — A.  A  gentleman  in  New  York. 

Q.  He  gave  you  a  letter  to  Mrs.  Mason  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  seek  that  letter  ! — ^A.  No ;  it  was  given  to  me. 

Q.  Did  he  offer  it  to  you  ! — ^A.  I  think. he  did. 

Q.  Why  did  he  offer  you  a  letter  to  Mrs.  Mason;  what  was  bis  ob- 
ject ! — A.  Because  he  was  very  anxious  to  make  money  in  the  same 
way  that  I  was. 

Q.  That  is  just  what  I  want  to  get  at.  In  giving  you  this  letter,  wjw 
it  understood  between  you  and  him  that  you  sought  the  letter  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  Mrs.  Mason's  influence  in  the  purchase  of  arms  from 
the  Ordnance  Department ! — A.  No ;  it  was  not  sought  for  that  pur- 
pose. It  was  his  apprehension  that  she  had  relations  in  Washington 
which  would  get  her  arms.  He  thought  so ;  I  thought  so ;  but  we  were 
both  of  us  deceived  in  the  matter.    1  think  the  woman  deceived  herself. 

Q.  I  am  now  at  the  point  only  of  how  you  happened  to  apply  for  the 
letter,  or  how  he  happened  to  offer  it  to  you.  1  ask  you  the  question. 
Did  he  offer  it  to  you,  or  did  you  apply  for  it,  or  was  it  obtained  vith 
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the  understanding  and  expectation  that  Mrs.  Mason  could  have  an  in- 
fluence with  the  Ordnance  Department  in  procuring  you  purchases  of 
arms  f — A,  You  are  asking  me  for  very  definite  answers  about  things 
tbat  happened  fifteen  or  eighteen  months  ago,  which  I  have  alresidy 
told  Senator  Schurz  I  have  forgotten  about  generally. 

Q.  Yon  remember  who  gave  you  the  letter  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  you  remember  the  place  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember  the  place 
where  he  gave  it  to  me. 

Q.  I  thought  you  said  it  was  in  New  York  ? — ^A.  Yes;  in  N^ew  York, 
but  not  the  particular  place.  I  simply  know  this,  that  at  that  time,  i^ 
my  impression  is  correct,  the  Government  was  not  selling  arms ;  and  I 
was  told  by  this  gentleman  that  this  lady  could  get  arms,  and  I  thought 
it  was  well  worth  my  while  to  try  and  see  if  she  could  get  them  or  not, 
because  I  knew  I  had  a  market  for  them. 

Q.  Then  you  determined,  as  soon  as  he  told  you  that,  to  come  to 
Washington  and  see  her ! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  had  never  seen  her  before  t— A.  Never  before  in  my  life. 

Q.  Where  did  you  meet  her  here  I — A.  I  think  on  the  corner  of  Penn- 
sylvania avenue  and  Twenty -first  street.  I  do  not  remember  positively. 
I  was  asking  her  address  the  other  day,  and  I  have  lost  it  entirely. 

Q.  Did  you  find  her  in  when  you  first  called! — A.  I  saw  her. 

Q.  What  took  place  when  you  first  saw  hert  Did  you  make  known 
to  her  your  desire  to  purchase  arms  f — A.  I  gave  her  my  letter  from  this 
gentleman,  an  old  friend  of  hers,  and  had  a  long  conversation  with  her 
about  buying  arms. 

Q.  That  was  the  first  time  j^ou  had  ever  seen  her  ! — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  did  she  say  to  you  when  you  said  you  desired  to  buy  arms  t — 
A.  Simply  that  she  thought  she  could  get  the  arms. 

Q.  Did  she  tell  you  how  many  f — A.  No  idea  about  that. 

Q.  Did  she  tell  you  how  she  expected  to  get  them  ? — A.  I  do  not 
tbink  she  did. 

Q.  Did  she  tell  you  the  officer  upon  whom  she  expected  to  exercise 
any  influence  f — A.  No ;  I  do  not  remember  that  she  did. 

Q.  Did  she  tell  you  what  the  infiuence  was  through  which  she  expected 
■^  get  them  f — A.  She  did  not. 

Q.  She  therefore  onlj'  told  you  that  she  thought  she  could  get  those 
arms  ? — A.  She  told  me  she  thought  she  could  get  the  arms. 

Q.  This  was  the  first  interview  you  had  had  with  her  f — A.  The  first 
interview  I  had  with  her. 

Q.  She  told  you  she  could  get  them ! — A.  She  did  not  tell  me  she 
could  get  them,  because  she  did  not  know  she  could  get  them ;  she  told 
me  she  thought  she  could  get  them.  She  represented  very  strongly  that 
she  thought  she  could  get  arms.  When  persons  say  they  can  do  a 
thing,  it  is  simply  thinking  they  can. 

Q.  Did  I  not  understand  you  to  say  that  she  satisfied  you  f — ^A.  She 
satisfied  me  that  she  had  iniluence  enough  to  get  arms.  It  was  not  a 
matter  of  getting  arms  at  certain  prices,  but  a  matter  of  affecting  the 
Government  about  selling  arms. 

Q.  So  I  understand ;  I  am  just  getting  at  that  thing.  She  satisfied 
yon  that  she  had  an  infiuence  in  that  Department  which  would  get  the 
arms? — ^A.  Yes ;  she  made  me  think  she  had. 

Q-  Did  she  tell  you  what  that  personal  infiuence  was  i — ^A.  No ;  I 
do  not  remember  whether  she  did  or  not.  I  have  not  any  definite  recol- 
lection about  that. 

Q.  She  satisfied  you  she  could  get  them ;  but  you  have  now  no  defi- 
nite remembrance  of  what  the  influence  was  which  she  made  manifest 
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to  you  ;  how  it  was  to  be  exercised  ? — A.  She  did  at  the  time;  she  gave 
me  reasons  for  believing,  of  coarse. 

By  Mr.  Sohurz  : 

Q.  Did  she  give  you  names  at  the  time  f — A.  She  did  not  give  me  any 
names. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Did  she  name  anybody  in  the  Ordnance  Department  1 — A.  No; 
she  did  not  name  anybody  in  the  Ordnance  Department. 

Q.  Did  she  tell  you  how  the  programme  was  to  be  carried  out  ?— A. 
No ;  she  named  people  outside  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  who  she  thought 
could  exercise  influence,  but  she  did  not  name  anybody  in  the  Ord- 
nance Bureau. 

Q.  Did  she  name  any  man  in  the  Army  outside  of  the  Ordnance 
Bureau  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  she  name  any  official  in  Washington  City  I — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  name  of  any  man  that  she  did  name?— A.  I 
do  not  remember  the  name  of  one  man  that  she  did  name. 

Q.  But  you  are  positive  she  satisfied  you,  she  had  the  influence  that 
she  could  get  arms  ? — A.  I  am  positive  she  satisfied  me  she  had  iofla- 
ence  to  get  arms;  that  was  my  impression. 

Q.  How  long  was  it  after  that  before  you  saw  her  again ! — A.  I  think 
she  came  on  to  New  York  within  a  we^k  or  ten  days. 

Q.  Was  that  visit  to  New  York  made  under  an  appointment  with  you 
here? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  the  understanding  between  you?  Was  she  to  do  any- 
thing in  the  Ordnance  Department  and  come  on  to  report? — A.  The 
difficulty  about  arms  at  the  time  was,  that  the  Ordnance  Bureau  stock 
to  its  price,  $12  30,  which  was  a  very  absurd  price,  twice  as  much  as 
the  rifles  were  worth.  I  had  a  chance  to  sell  arms  if  I  could  get  them  at 
$11  30.    That  was  the  difficulty. 

Q.  I  understand  that  the  Department  asked  one  price  for  the  arms 
and  you  wanted  to  get  get  them  at  another;  but  if  you  had  got  them  at 
your  price  you  could  sell  300,000.  But  that  is  not  the  point  of  my  iQ- 
quiry.  I  want,  if  I  can,  to  get  at  the  influence  Mrs.  Mason  exercised, 
and  who  it  was  over? — A.  So  far  as  that  is  concerned,  you  are  getting 
into  that  woman's  private  affairs ;  that  she  knows  better  than  anybody 
else.  All  I  can  say  about  it  is,  that  she  utterly  deceived  me  about  her 
influence ;  she  entirely  failed  in  getting  the  arms. 

Q.  But  I  understand  you  to  say  you  do  not  know  what  representations 
she  made  about  her  influence. — A.  I  have  forgotten  about  it  I  remember 
only  what  any  gentlenian  would  in  a  transaction  which  entirely  failed, 
which  occurred  perhaps  two  or  three  years  ago.  She  made  represeata 
tions  to  me.  You  might  go  into  a  speculation;  a  gentleman  might 
come  to  you  and  say,  "  See  here ;  I  think  I  can  get  such  pieces  of  laud  at 
such  a  price,''  and  he  might  fail  in  it  so  utterly  that  it  would  entirely 
pass  from  your  mind. 

Q.  I  might  fail  in  it,  and  still  I  would  not  deceive  you  necessarily  ?— 
A.  I  am  not  deceiving  you. 

Q.  Certainly  not;  but  you  do  not  still  comprehend  my  question.  Yea 
say  that  Mrs.  Mason  deceived  you  totally.  Did  she  deceive  you  by  any 
representations  of  an  alleged  influence  that  she  had  over  any  member 
of  the  Ordnance  Department,  or  do  you  mean  by  the  word  "deception" 
that  it  failed  because  the  Government  would  not  take  the  price  she  ex- 
pected to  get  the  arms  for?  Which  is  it? — A.  It  failed  because  the  Gov- 
ernment would  not  take  the  price;  and  she  deceived  me,  as  any  eutha- 
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siastic  woman  does,  about  her  ideas.    She  thought  she  had  influences 
which  she  had  not  at  all. 

Q.  She  represented  to  you,  then,  that  she  had  influence,  which  was  not 
true? — A.  It  utterly  failed  in  every  respect.  She  could  not  swerve  the 
Urdnance  Department  from  their  price. 

Q.  When  she  came  on  to  the  Hofi'man  House,  I  understand  you  to  say 
that  she  was  not  satisfied  that  you  could  sell  the  arms  if  she  got  themt — 
A.  I  presume  she  was  satisfied  about  my  ability  to  sell  the  arms.  Still, 
if  you  were  better  acquainted  with  the  arms  business  in  New  York,  in 
the  winter  of  1870  and  spring  of  1871,  you  would  appreciate  what  I  am 
going  to  tell  you.  Everybody  was  selling  arms ;  everybody  was  specu- 
lating in  arms.  I  know  of  a  man  w^ho  bought  twenty  thousand  of  his 
own  guns  one  day  5  people  did  not  know  what  they  were  about.  Every- 
body was  making  money.  There  were  said  to  be  two  or  three  million 
stand  of  arms  in  New  York,  when  there  probably  were  not  over 
one  hundred  thousand.  Everybody  was  selling  five  or  ten  or  fifteen  or 
twenty  thousand  stand  of  arms.  Everything  was  entirely  uncertain. 
It  was  known  that  Prussia  and  France  were  buying  arms,  and  everybody 
was  crazy  about  it  and  everybody  trying  to  make  money  out  of  it. 

Q.  I  understand  all  that,  but  that  is  not  pertinent  to  what  we  want. 
I  ask  whether  you  did  not  say  just  now,  and  reiterate  two  or  three  times, 
that  Mrs.  Mason,  at  the  Hofi'mau  House,  was  under  the  impression  that 
you  could  not  sell  the  arms ;  that  you  did  not  have  the  power  to  sell 
them  f — A.  No ;  I  have  not  said  that  at  all.  That  is  entirely  a  misap- 
prehension. 

Q.  You  did  not  say  that  f — A.  Ko. 

Q.  Then  you  did  not  say  that  she  desired  to  be  satisfied  that  you 
could  sell  tiiem  I — A.  I  want  to  have  you  understand  another  thing : 
that  when  people  were  buying  arms  in  those  days,  in  a  great  many  cases 
margins  were  put  down.  For  instance,  I  had  to  raise  money  in  one  or 
two  cases  where  I  did  not  get  the  arms  at  all,  where  there  was  nothing 
whatever  consummated.  I  had  to  raise  some  money  to  put  down  a  mar- 
gin of  5  or  10  per  cent,  on  arms,  which  I  agreed  to  have  ready  in  case 
the  bargain  was  made.  That  was  a  diflficulty ;  and  I  have  told  you 
already  that  a  man  bought  his  own  stand  of  arms  in  one  case  that  I 
know  of. 

Q.  I  asked  you  if  she  said  she  wanted  to  be  satisfied  of  your  ability 
to  sell  three  hundred  thousand  stand  of  arms  f — A.  She  did  not  ask  me 
anything  about  that.  It  was  necessary  to  carry  out  the  idea  that  she 
should  know  where  the  arms  were  going. 

Q.  All  she  wanted  was  that  she  should  know  where  .the  arms  were 
going.  Now,  before  she  left  Washington,  while  you  were  in  Washing- 
ton, how  long  did  you  remain  when  you  brought  that  letter  of  intro- 
duction to  her  f — A.  I  think  I  staid  here  over  night. 

Q.  A  single  night? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  was  it  understood  that  she  would  give  the  exercise  of  her 
influence  for  the  first  time  to  get  the  arms? — ^A.  I  think  she  made  it 
while  I  was  here. 

Q.  During  that  night? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  the  result  of  that  favorable  or  unfavorable? — A.  I  do  not  re- 
member; it  was  simply  preliminary ;  I  do  not  remember  what  the  result 
was. 

Q.  Do  you  not  remember  whether  it  was  favorable  or  unfavorable? — 
A.  I  think  she  said  this  to  me:  that  she  went  into  the  Ordnance  Bureau 
and  inquired,  "  Will  you  sell  arms  to  ladies  the  same  as  you  do  to  gen- 
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tlemenf  "  and  somebody  who  saw  her  there  said  "Yes/    Further  than 
that  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Was  she  to  write  to  you! — A.  Yes;  shewroteto  me;  I  had  plenty 
of  letters  from  her. 

Q.  Before  she  went  on  to  New  York? — A.  Yes;  before  she  went  to 
New  York  and  afterward. 

Q.  Did  she  tell  you  what  officer  she  saw  in  the  Ordnance  Bureau?— 
A.  No;  she  was  ver^'^  careful  about  that. 

Q.  You  left  the  next  morning  with  only  the  information  that  they  told 
her  that  they  sold  arms  to  women  as  well  as  to  men,  and  that  is  all  that 
took  place  that  you  remember? — A.  That  is  my  impression.  I  have  not 
told  you  that  I  remember  that  distinctly.  I  say  that  my  impression  is 
that  she  went  there,  and  that  that  was  Ihe  answer  she  got. 

Q.  That  is  all  you  remember  I — A.  All  1  remember. 

Q.  Then  you  say  she  went  on  to  New  York  in  a  week.  What  did  she 
go  on  there  for  f — A.  To  see  me. 

Q.  Had  you  heard  from  her  between  your  leaving  Washington  and 
the  time  she  got  to  New  York  f — A.  Yes ;  two  or  three  times. 

Q.  What  was  the  purport  of  those  communications? — A.  She  was 
very  certJiin  she  could  get  the  arms. 

Q.  Did  she  tell  you  how  she  was  to  get  them  f — A.  I  do  not  remember 
that  she  did. 

Q.  Did  she  not  tell  you  in  any  of  these  letters,  "  I  have  seen  Mr.  so 
and  so,  and  I  can  do  so  and  so  ?" — A.  It  is  quite  possible  she  did,  bat  I 
have  forgotten  it.     1  burned  up  the  letters ;  they  are  not  things  I  keep. 

Q.  She  went  on  then  to  New  York  to  the  Hoffman  House,  after  hav- 
ing written  to  you  several  times  as  to  the  progress  of  this  negotiation  f— 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  She  then  desired  to  know  where  the  arms  were  to  go  f — ^A.  I  do 
not  remember  that.  1  want  you  to  understand  that  she  wanted  to  know 
whether  tiiere  was  to  be  a  sale.  Anybody  buying  arms  from  the  Gov- 
ernment at  that  time  wanted  to  know  whether  there  was  going  to  be  a 
sale  for  the  arms.  Whether  that  information  was  given  to  her  before 
she  got  to  New  York  or  not,  I  do  not  remember.  I  remember  this 
simply :  that  there  was  a  memorandum  signed,  if  I  recollect  correctly, 
by  Mortimer  L.  Mackenzie,  that  if  certain  parties  could  get  a  wrtain 
number  of  arms  there  would  be  a  sale  for  them  in  France.  These  arms 
were  to  be  bought,  not  for  the  French  government,  but  for  the  French 
department. 

Q.  Who  applied  to  Mackenzie  for  that  paper? — A.  I  do  not  remember. 
It  was  a  matter  of  course.  Perhaps  Mr.  Schenck.  I  do  not  know 
whether  Mr.  Schenck  gave  it  to  me  or  not. 

Q.  It  was  gotten  from  Mackenzie  in  order  to  be  shown  to  Mrs.  Mason  f 
— ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  whether  it  was  shown  to  her? — A.  I  am  pretty 
well  satisfied  she  saw  it,  or  knew  that  I  had  the  authority  at  any  rate ; 
she  believed  in  me. 

Q.  She  became  satisfied  at  any  rate?— A.  She  was  perfectly  satisfied 
that  she  could  sell  the  arms  if  she  fi^ot  them. 

Q.  How  long  did  she  remain  in  New  York? — ^A.  Three  or  four  days. 

Q.  Did  she  ever  show  you  any  communication  she  got  Irom  the  Ord- 
nance Department  or  any  ofiicer  of  the  Ordnance  Department  ? — A.  No, 
sir. 

Q.  Or  from  any  officer  of  the  Army  ? — A.  Not  one  word,  and  I  do  not 
believe  she  ever  got  a  word  in  writing,  or  a  verbal  assurance  from  the 
Ordnance  Department  at  all.    I  believe  I  was  entirely  deceived  by  her, 
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and  that  is  one  reason  why  I  have  not  desired  to  be  examined  on  this 
matter,  because  I  did  not  want  to  show  what  an  ass  a  man  coald  be 
made  by  a  woman.  She  deceived  me  entirely.  She  represented  to  me 
that  she  could  do  such  and  such  things,  and  she  utterly  failed  to  do 
tiiem. 

By  Mr.  SOHUBZ : 

Q.  You  came  to  Washington  to  look  after  this  business  ? — A.  I  came 
to  Washington  to  see  Mrs.  Mason. 

Q.  And  I  suppose  when  you  came  to  see  Mrs.  Mason  you  wanted  to 
look  after  the  purchase  of  arms,  did  you  not  f — A.  No,  I  did  not.  1 
never  was  in  the  Ordnance  Bureau  in  my  life  before  yesterday. 

Q.  You  came  to  see  about  the  purchase  of  arms  through  Mrs.  Mason, 
did  you  not  f — A.  I  did  not  look  through  Mrs.  Mason  at  all.  I  came  to 
see  Mrs.  Mason. 

Q.  Did  you  come  to  see  Mrs.  Mason  about  the  transaction  we  have 
been  speaking  off — ^A.  I  came  to  see  Mrs.  Mason  about  the  transac- 
tion in  arms. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Did  the  gentleman  whose  name  you  will  not  give,  who  gave  you 
the  letter  of  i;itroduction  to  Mrs.  MajK)n,  profess  to  be  an  old  friend  of 
hers  f — A.  Yes,  a  very  old  friend  of  Mrs.  Mason. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  how  he  knew  that  she  had  influence  in  the  Ord- 
nance Department! — A.  He  did  not. 

By  Mr.  Logan  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mrs.  Mason  is  her  proper  name ! — A.  I 
never  saw  her,  except  under  the  circumstances  I  have  stated.  I  under- 
stood her  name  to  be  Mason. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Is  she  a  widow  t — A.  She  is. 
^  Q,  Do  you  know  what  part  of  the  country  she  is  from  ? — A.  I  think 
sue  has  lived  in  Washington  a  great  many  years. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  she  is  now  ! — A.  I  do  not ;  I  have  not  heard 
from  her  for  18  months. 

By  Mr.  SCHUEZ : 

Q.  Do'you  know  who  Mr.  Mason  was  ? — A.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
idea.  ^ 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  About  what  time  was  this  interview  f — A.  I  have  told  Senator 
Schurz  that  I  do  not  remember  whether  it  wa«  the  spring  of  1870  or  the 
winter  of  1871.    It  was  at  the  time  when  arms  were  not  being  sold. 

By  Mr.  Schukz  : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  the  other  day — and  if  I  am  wrong  you 
may  correct  me — that  Mr.  Eemington  authorized  you  to  spend  money, 
mainly  to  rebut  by  other  evidence  an  aflidavit  sworn  to  by  Mr.  Hub- 
bell!— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  not  use  money  also  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  other 
evidence t — A.  No;  I  never  spent  one  penny  for  Eemington  in  obtain- 
ing any  other  evidence  at  all. 

Q.  I  mean  bearing  upon  Mr.  Bemington's  afifairs  in  France,  and  not 
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directly  bearing  on  Mr.  HubbelPs  affidavit f — A.  No;  I  did  not  spend 
one  penny. 

Q.  I  do  not  mean  to  insinuate  in  any  way  that  you  spent  money  im- 
properly for  buying  testimony,  or  anything  of  that  kind. — A.  All  the 
money  I  spent  was  in  relation  to  Hubbfell,  and  in  relation  to  the  expense 
of  having  papers  vi^^d  at  the  French  consulate.  I  bad  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  getting  up  any  other  evidence. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  anybody  else  had,  in  connection  with  this 
case  t — A.  I  do  not  know  of  anybody  else  that  had. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  evidence  was  procured — affidavits  bearing 
upon  other  points  connected  with  Mr.  E'Cmiiigton's  transactions  in 
France — than  Mr.  HubbelPs  affidavit! — A.  I  think  I  got  about  twenty- 
five  or  thirty  affidavits  visSd.  Some  of  them  Mr.  Bemingtou  got  from 
other  parties  besides  m^^self.    I  only  got  five,  as  I  remember. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  they  were  about  f — A.  ]S'o ;  1  did  not  read 
them. 

Q.  You  know,  however,  I  infer,  that  they  were  bearing  upon  Mr.  Re- 
mington^s  transactions  in  France,  to  facilitate  his  business  there  f— A. 
Not  to  facilitate  his  business  there.  The  general  idea  was  this :  the 
house  of  Remington  &  Sons  had  been  misrepresented  by  affidavits,  cer- 
tificates, and  so  on,  that  had  been  sent  through  the  French  consulate 
and  the  French  legation ;  and,  what  seemed  to  me  very  extraordinary, 
they  were  sent  to  the  department  of  foreign  affairs  in  Paris,  aud  first 
appeared  in  the  hands  of  the  defense.  I  think  1  know  the  position 
which  the  Remingtons  took  at  the  time  very  well.  All  the  papers  which 
they  got,  all  the  money  which  they  spent ,  was  simply  to  rebut  Hubbell's 
evidence  that  was  sent  out  by  M.  de  Bellonnet  and  the  French  legation 
from  New  York. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  I  umierstood  you  to  say  you  burned  all  your  correspondence  with 
Mrs.  Mason  about  two  months  ago! — A.  I  think  I  burned  all  my  letters 
with  her. 

Q.  What  induced  you  to  burn  them  two  months  ago  t — A.  Simply 
that  I  was  burning  papers  that  had  accumulated.  I  am  very  sorry  I 
did  burn  them. 

Q.  Did  you  burn  them  after  this  investigation  commenced! — A.  No; 
before  the  investigation  commenced.  This  investigation  did  not  com- 
mence two  months  ago, 

Mr.  Stevenson.  Just  about. 

%       By  Mr.  ScHUKZ  : 

Q.  Did  you  burn  them  after  the  resolution  was  introduced! — A  5o: 
I  had  not  any  regard  to  this  resolution  whatever. 

Q.  Was  not  Wiard  connected  with  this  matter  at  all! — A.  He  was 
connected  with  this  matter;  that  is  to  say,  he  was  connected  with  me 
at  the  same  time. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Wiard  connected  in  this  proposition  to  Mrs.  Mason ;  was 
he  in  any  way  interested  in  it! — A.  He  was  connected  in  the  same  way 
that  you  would  be  if  you  were  a  member  of  a  firm  with  me,  aud  I  was 
attending  to  all  the  business  with  a  certain  party.  He  did  not  knoff 
much  about  it.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  ever  saw  Mrs.  Mason  in  his 
life. 


SALE  OF  ARMS  BT  OHDNAKCE  DEPARTMENT.       559 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  came  of  this  transaction ;  anything  ! — A.  Nothing  at  all ; 
simply  this,  that  I  am  satisfied  that  the  Ordnance  Bureau  made  a  great 
mistake  in  not  selling  me  arms  at  $11  30. 

Q.  The  result  was  that  the  woman  had  no  influence  to  effect  any- 
thing ! — A.  Not  the  slightest  in  the  world.  I  have  inquired  carefully 
about  it,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  she  ever  went  into  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment  at  all. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  the  Marquis  de  Chambruu, 
since  you  have  been  here,  in  relation  to  this  investigation  ? — ^A.  Not 
since  I  have  been  here.  I  had  a  conversation  with  him  the  morning  I 
came  on  here  first. 

Q.  Did  be  say  anything  to  you  about  having  got  into  trouble  in  hav- 
ing started  this  thing? — A.  He  told  me  he  was  very  sick  of  the  matter., 

Q.  Did  he  say  that  he  had  satisfied  himself  that  he  had  got  into 
trouble  and  wanted  you  to  help  him  outt — A.  He  said  that  he  had  got 
iDto  a  very  ugly  affair,  and  wanted  to  get  out  of  it.  He  brought  me  his 
evidence  and  showed  it  to  me,  and,  after  looking  ten  or  fifteen  minutes, 
found  the  place  in  which  he  had  complimented  me,  and  said,  ^^I  want 
you  to  do  the  same  thing  with  me ;  I  do  not  like  this  matter  at  all ;  if 
you  and  I  had  met  at  a  very  much  earlier  stage  of  the  transaction,  prob- 
ably we  could  have  fixed  up  this,  and  no  investigation  would  have  come 
about,  and  now  I  want  you  to  be  very  easy  with  me  in  this  matter.'^  I 
said  to  him,  '^  Marquis,  I  shall  do  the  best  I  can  to  tell  the  truth  in  the 
matter,  and,  so  far  as  I  can,  will  be  easy  on  you ;  I  have  no  reason  to  be 
severe  on  you;  my  relations  with  you  are  personally  pleasant;  I  have 
nothing  against  you." 

By  Mr.  Sohxjrz  : 

Q.  Was  there  anything  you  could  have  said  that  was  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  testimony  you  have  given  here? — A.  No;  there  was 
nothing  that  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  testimony.  I  might  have 
made  my  testimony  very  much  more  severe  against  Chambrun  and 
against  Bellonnet. 

Q.  In  what  respect! — A.  In  a  great  many  respects;  but  particularly 
iu  this  respect,  that  their  animus  has  been  to  defend  Victor  Place  in 
France,  and  they  have  raised  all  this  muss  here ;  they  have  brought  all 
tlieir  etlorts  in  order  to  create  sympathy  for  him  there. 

Q.  In  that  respect  you  say  you  could  have  made  your  evidence  more 
severe  ! — A.  Very  much  stronger. 

Q.  What  was  it  that  made  you  think  they  raised  all  this  muss,  as  you 
express  it,  to  help  Victor  Phice  f — A.  Because  Chambrun  told  me  ^o, 
distinctly;  told  me  that  he  did  not  believe  Place  was  guilty. 

Q.  What  more  f — A.  Nothing  more  than  that.  I  know  it  from  gen- 
eral circumstances,  too. 

Q.  He  said  he  did  not  believe  Victor  Place  was  guilty  f — A.  Yes ;  he 
said  that. 

Q.  And  you  took  that  as  evidence  that  he  wanted  to  defend  him 
probably!  What  else! — A.  A  good  many  other  circumstances.  Cap- 
tain Bead  told  me  that  at  the  time  Samuel  Kemington  was  appointed 
commissioner  of  France  to  purchase  arms,  Victor  Place  and  the  lega- 
tion had  immediately  taken  steps  to  oust  him  and  get  Place  back. 

Q.  Who  told  you  that ! — A.  Mr.  Bead.    Chambrun  did  not  tell  me  so. 

Q.  Did  Chambrun  ask  you  not  to  say  anything  that  he  might  have 
said  ! — A.  No ;  he  did  not ;  but  he  asked  me  to  l^  just  as  easy  on  him 
as  I  could. 
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Q.  Did  be  ase  that  expression  t — A.  !N^o :  I  do  not  think  he  used  that 
expression ;  it  was  tantamount  to  that ;  it  was  in  different  word&  I 
cannot  remember  his  exact  words,  but  he  impressed  me  with  the  idea 
that  he  wished  me  to  be  as  easy  on  him  as  I  could.  He  showed  roe  the 
compliment  he  had  paid  me,  where  he  said  in  his  evidence:  "Mr.  Peck 
is  a  gentleman,"  and  he  said  to  me :  ^'I  want  to  have  you  be  as  kind  to 
me;"  and  he  then  said,  '^I  am  sick  of  this  thing,  and  if  you  and  I  hsul 
met  a  long  time  before  this  commenc/Cd,  we  could  have  settled  this  very 
much  easier ;  it  would  have  been  all  right ;  there  would  have  been  do 
investigation  of  this  kind." 

Q.  Did  he  use  that  expression,  <<  I  am  sick  of  this  thing  f " — A.  I  can- 
not remember  that  he  said  in  words  ^'I  am  sick  of  this  thing,"  bat  he 
intimated  to  me  that  he  was  sick  of  it. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  to  you  f — A.  He  said  to  me  this :  that  if  he  and  1 
had  met  a  long  time.before  we  did  meet  in  "Sew  York,  and  had  a  talk 
together,  this  thing  never  would  have  happened. 

Q.  Was  that  the  expression  he  used  t — A.  That  was  the  expression 
he  used. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  he  say  he  had  got  into  a  scrape  ? — A.  He  told  me  distinctly, 
"Mr.  Peck,  if  you  and  I  had  met  a  long  time  before  we  did  in  New 
York,  and  talked  together  confidentially,  this  thing  would  all  have  been 
avoided." 

By  Mr.  LoGAN : 

Q.  Did  he  mean  this  investigation! — A.  I  think  he  referred  more 
directly  to  the  affair  in  France,  and  probably  indirectly  to  this  inves- 
tigation. 

By  Mr.  SCHUBZ  : 

Q.  Did  he  refer  to  the  Remington  difGiculty  in  France  f — A.  I  preaame 
he  did  directly  to  that. 

Q.  Did  he  use  to  you  the  expression  that  he  had  got  into  a  8crai)et— 
A.  Yes,  he  did  use  it. 

Q.  In  so  many  words  f — ^A.  I  do  not  know  that  he  said  it  iu  those 
words.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  used  the  word  "  scrape"  or  not; 
but  he  was  sick  of  it. 

Q.  You  said  he  did  not  use  the  words  "sick  of  it."  What  words  did 
he  use  f — A.  I  say  I  do  not  exactly"  remember  the  words ;  he  said  that 
to  me. 

Q.  Did  he  say  anything  more  to  you  than  that  he  had  treated  you  as 
a^gentleman,  and  wanted  to  be  treated  by  you  as  a  gentleman  in  tlie 
same  way  f — A.  He  said  a  great  deal  more  than  that 

Q.  What  was  it  f — ^A.  He  said  he  had  used  great  consideration  foi 
me,  and  wanted  me  to  use  some  consideration  for  hiin ;  that  he  had  got 
into  a  scrape  in  this  affair,  and  wanted  me  to  help  out  of  it. 

Q.  Did  he  say  to  you  he  had  got  into  a  scrape  in  this  affair  ?— A. 
He  did. 

Q.  Did  he  use  that  expression  t — A.  Not  the  word  "  scrape,"  but  1 
remember  the  general  expression. 

Q.  What  expression  did  he  use! — A  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Did  he  say  to  you  that  he  wanted  you  to  help  him  out  of  it !— A. 
He  did. 

Q.  Did  he  say  that  in  so  many  words! — A.  I  cannot  say  he  said  it 
in  so  many  words,  but  he  gave  me  that  general  impression. 

Q.  What  words  did  he  use  about  it  1 — ^A.  He  said  this  to  me :  ^'  Mr. 
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Peck,  there  is  no  reason  becaase  yon  are  on  one  side  and  I  am  on  the 
other,"  or  something  of  that  kind,  "  that  i)er8onally  we  should  be  inimi- 
cal to  each  other." 

Q.  Was  that  it  f — A.  I  said  to  him,  "  T  will  be  just  as  easy  with  you  as 
I  can ;  I  have  got  to  tell  the  truth  in  this  matter,  and  I  propose  to  do  it ; 
but  1  am  very  friendly  to  you."  I  am  very  friendly  to  the  Marquis  de 
Cbambrun. 

Q.  Did  you  understand  that  as  a  request  that  you  should  help  him 
out  of  anything ! — A.  I  can  amplify  and  explain  it  all  to  you.  It  was 
particularly  in  regard  to  the  statement  about  the  $10,000.     He  came  to 


at  least,  I  have  got  it,  and  I  want  to  tell  you  how  I  got  it.  I  got  it 
from  another  person  besides.  A  Mr.  Whipple  told  me."  Said  I,  "  Who  is 
the  Mr.  Whipple  that  spoke  to  you  about  it  F  "  Well,"  said  he,  "I  do 
not  remember  exactly,  but  a  Mr.  Whipple  told  me  you  had  $10,000  to 
spend."  Said  I, "  It  is  a  perfectly  absurd  statement ;  I  never  had  one  cent 
deposited  with  me  to  spend  for  the  Remingtons  in  my  life;  never  had  one 
penny  of  theirs  in  my  x)ocket."  He  said,  '*  Mr.  Whipple  told  me  that  you 
had  $10,000  to  spend."  Said  I, "  Mr  Whipple  is  the  agent  probably  of  an- 
other gun  company — the  Warburton  gun."  Said  he,  *'  I  think  that  is  the  ni- 
dividual."  Then  he  said,  "  Then  you  told  Read."  Said  I,  "  1  said  to 
Kead  just  the  same  that  I  have  to  you ;  I  do  not  think  I  ever  mentioned 
any  snm  to  you  at  all ;  I  think  you  have  got  that  probably  from  a  con- 
versation." The  Marquis  de  Chambrun  has  been  in  New  York  very  fre- 
(juently  and  talked  with  Read  and  Whipple  and  a  great  many  other 
jwople,  who  are  inimical  to  the  Government  and  inimical  to  the  Rem- 
ingtons, and  from  whom  he  can  get  information,  and  I  think  he  has  got 
a  large  lot  of  mixed  information  in  his  head  which  is  not  crystalized.  I 
stated  to  him,  "  I  remember  talking  to  Read  in  this  way :  that  Mr.  Rem- 
ington told  me  in  getting  up  this  rebutting  testimony  that  I  could 
spend  any  amount  of  money  I  pleased  in  getting  justice  for  him,  get- 
ting true,  legitimate  testimony."  I  then  stated  to  him  that  I  knew  so 
much  of  Hubbell  as  this,  that  I  could  either  force  him  into  making  a 
recantation  or  1  could  buy  it  from  him.  In  regard  to  forcing  him  Mr. 
Itemington  told  me  that  that  would  be  a  very  cruel  operation;  he  did 
not  want  to  do  that;  he  had  a  wife  and  two  or  three  children;  and  so 
far  as  buying  his  evidence  was  concerned  he  would  not  allow  me  to 
spend  one  penny.  Then  I  told  Read  that  the  Remingtons  would  spend 
any  amount  of  money — $10,000  if  necessary — in  getting  rebutting  testi- 
mony. ' 

i\.  That  is  what  you  told  Read  ! — A.  What  I  told  Read,  and  prob- 
ably what  I  told  Chambrun. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  say  now  distinctly  that  you  never  told  the  marquis  you  had 
$10,000  to  spend? — A.  Never  in  the  world.  I  may  have  told  him  I 
could  spend  $10,000  for  them,  if  necessary. 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  You  stated  just  now,  as  I  understood  you,  that  you  may  have  told 
Captain  Read,  and  probably  did  tell  Mr.  Chambrun,  that  Remington 
might  spend  money,  if  it  should  cost  him  $10,000,  for  this  purpose, 
which  yon  considered  legitimate.  Now,  let  me  put  a  question  concern- 
ing your  conversation  with  Chambrun.    You  said  that  Chambrun  spoke 

36  s  A 
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about  bis  having  testified  that  you  bad  spoken  about  810,000.   Wasuot 
thatitf— A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  that  was  the  matter  which  he  wanted,  as  you  expressed  it,  you 
to  be  easy  on  him  about  f  Was  that  it  ? — A.  He  was  very  anxious  that  I 
should  agi'ee  with  him  in  his  statement  that  I  had  $10,000  in  inyiKK< 
t  session  to  spend  for  the  Remingtons,  and  he  tried  to  show  me  that  I 
had  said  so  to  him,  referring  to  Mr.  Whipple  and  to  others,  and  wa* 
very  anxious  that  I  should  sustain  him  in  that.  I  told  him  I  could  not 
do  it,  and  said  to  him,  "  \ouhave  entirely  misapprehended  me.''  Then 
he  said,  "  I  do  not  know  why  there  should  be  any  particular  disagiw 
ment  between  us.  We  have  no  personal  quarrel."  He  said,  farther- 
more,  that  he  was  very  sick  of  the  thing.  1  told  him  that  he  had  made 
a  very  great  mistake ;  that  he  was  not  facilitating  the  settlement  of 
the  French  affairs  at  all,  and  he  said  he  was  satisfied  of  that,  and  \w 
was  verj'  sorry  that  he  and  1  had  not  met  a  great  many  months  before 
we  did  meet. 

Q.  In  that  you  understood  him  to  refer  to  the  Remington  business  in 
France  I — A.  I  had  no  other  business  to  talk  with  him  about. 

By  Mr.  A]VIES  : 

Q.  What  interest  did  you  understand  the  marquis  to  have  in  this  iu 
vestigation  ? — A.  That  is  a  mere  matter  of  inference  with  me.  Then? 
was  an  appeal  taken  in  favor  of  Place,  and  I  thought  his  desire  was  to 
raise  a  sentiment  in  this  country  that  would  have  effect  on  that  trial. 

Q.  Do  you  know  what  steps  he  has  taken  to  bring  about  this  investi 
gation,  or  do  you  know  that  he  has  taken  any  f — A.  I  think  it  might  txf 
discovered  that  he  had. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  What  makes  you  think  so? — A.  There  is  nothing  very  substantial, 
only  suggestions  that  have  been  giveu  to  me  from  persons  he  has  talked 
with. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  What  are  those  suggestions  ? — A.  Simply  that  he  was  alK)ut  this 
matter  from  the  1st  of  January,  1871 ;  that  he  was  trying  his  best  in 
connection  with  the  legation  and  consul  and  other  parties  in  New  York. 
knd  M.  Chouviteaux,  to  oust  the  Bemingtons  from  the  position  they  had 
got  into. 

Q.  Did  he  know  that  you  were  acquainted  with  these  facts  by  general 
report  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Q.  Were  these  facts  generally  known  ! — A.  I  do  not  think  they  are 
generally  known. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  W^as  Mr.  Wiard  interested  with  you  in  the  proposed  speculation  in 
the  purchase  of  guns  that  Mrs.  Mason  was  expected  to  obtain  T — A.  IM 
remember  aright  he  was. 

Q.  Anybody  else  besides  Mr.  Wiard  f — A.  Nobody  else. 

Q.  You  and  Mr.  W^iard  were  the  only  parties  in  intei-est  in  that  pro- 
posed adventure  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  not  Mackenzie! — A.  Mackenzie  ^^s  the  iHjrsou  who  camet<j 
me  to  get  arms. 
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By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  He  was  interested ?— A.  He  was  interested  on  the  other  side. 

Q.  Yon  were  to  funiish*  arms  to  Mackenzie  ? — A.  Yes,  sir.  People 
would  agree  to  furnish  arms  when  they  would  not  have  a  single  musket. 

Q.  Was  the  man  who  gave  you  the  letter  of  introduction  to  be  inter- 
ested!— A.  No. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Have  you  been  in  communication  with  any  of  the  officers  of  the 
Ordnance  Department  while  you  have  been  here  ? — A.  I  Siiw  Colonel 
Ben^t  yesterday. 

Q.  Who  else! — A.  Captain  Dutton. 

Q.  Have  you  been  in  communication  with  Colonel  Squire? — A.  I  know 
Colonel  Squire  casually ;  he  is  a  friend  of  mine. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  him  during  these  days! — A.  Occasionally. 

Q.  Yon  said  you  went  to  the  Ordnance  Department  yesterday  for  the 
first  time  ? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  was  your  object  in  going! — A.  To  find  out  about  this  very 
matter,  whether  Mrs.  Mason  ever  went  there  or  not. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Did  you  find  that  out ! — A.  I  found  out  that  they  could  not  re- 
member her  name,  but  a  lady  answering  her  description  did  call  there. 
I  think  she  had  made  efforts  to  sell  arms  before  I  ever  saw  her  or  heard 
of  her.  If  I  remember  aright,  she  represented  to  me  that  she  had  had 
relations  with  the  Ordnance  Department  before. 

y.  Which  of  the  officers  of  the  Ordnance  Department  did  the  lady 
supposed  to  be  her  see ! — A.  Colonel  Ben6t  told  me  he  had  seen  her 
once,  or  one  answering  the  description ;  that  she  came  in  and  asked 
whether  ladies  could  buy  arms  as  well  as  gentlemen. 


Washington,  April  10, 1872. 
George  M.  Robeson  recalled. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  testimony  given  by  Mr.  Marklej'  to  this 
committee  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  1  read  it  over  last  night. 

Q.  State  to  the  committee  what  is  your  recollection  of  any  intreview 
you  may  have  had  with  Mr,  Markley. — A.  I  am  not  able,  by  my  own 
recollection,  to  recall  the  interview  at  all. 

Q.  You  have  no  recollection  of  it ! — A.  If  I  had  been  asked  before  the 
testimony  was  taken  if  I  had  had  such  an  interview,  I  would  have  said 
tliat  I  had  no  recollection  of  it.  The  testimony  which  I  read  last  night 
was  calculated  to  make  me  think  I  must  have  had  such  an  interview, 
but  I  cannot  recall  the  particulars  of  it.  You  are  perfectly  aware  your- 
self that  in  the  transaction  of  the  business  of  the  Department  I  see  on 
an  average  twenty  people  in  a  day,  on  twenty  different  kinds  of  busi- 
ness every  day  in  the  year ;  and  this  was  something  more  than  a  year 
ago,  and  I  cannot  recall  that  circumstance,  but  it  is  possible,  and  from 
the  testimony  given  I  take  it  for  granted  such  an  interview  did  take 
place.  Where  it  was,  or  when  it  was  exactly,  I  cannot  say.  The  par- 
ticulars I  cannot  recall,  of  course. 

Q.  In  consequence  of  that  or  any  other  interview  with  Mr.  Markley 
or  any  other  person,  was  your  official  action  in  the  sale  of  those  ten  thou- 
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sand  rifles  influenced  ? — ^A.  No,  sir.  My  wboleconnectionwiththesale  of 
the  rifles  appears  of  record.  I  take  it  for  granted  that  the  interview 
with  Mr.  Markley  did  occur ;  first,  because  he  says  so ;  secondly,  because 
the  business  took  the  course  which  his  interview  indicated  it  would  take; 
and  thirdly,  because  Mr.  Markley  came  sometimes  to  the  Department : 
perhaps  in  the  last  three  years  he  has  been  there  half  a  dozen  times,  I 
do  not  know  whether  more  or  not. 

Q.  What  are  the  relations  existing  between  yourself  and  Mr.  Mark- 
ley? — ^A.  They  are  friendly.  Mr.  Markley  and  I  live  in  the  same  town ;  it 
is  a  town  of  about  25,000  people.  He  lives  about  five  blocks  from  me. 
We  are  not  intimat'C;  that  is  to  say,  our  families  are  not  intimate;  oor 
families  do  not  visit ;  there  are  no  social  relations ;  but  Mr.  Markley  is 
a  prominent  man  in  Camden,  perhaps  the  leader  of  the  democratic  par- 
ty there ;  and  he  is  a  man  whom  I  meet  constantly  and  see  constaotly 
when  I  am  at  home,  and  have  constant  opportunities  to  speak  with. 

Q.  Your  relations  are  friendly,  but  not  intimate! — A.  In  Washington, 
since  I  have  been  here,  when  he  came  here  he  called  on  me,  like  every 
other  Jerseyman  that  came  here,  whatever  were  our  relations  at  home; 
perhaps  I  see  more  of  him  here  than  I  did  at  home. 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  Is  he  not  a  director  of  the  Camden  and  Amboy  Railroad  Company.* 
— A.  He  is  a  director  of  the  Delaware  and  Karitan  Canal  Com]>any,  and 
one  of  the  directors  of  what  are  called  the  Joint  Companies;  they  make 
the  same  board;  they  had  at  that  time  two  boards. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  do  any  business  for  him  as  a  lawyer? — A.  I  never 
did.  I  never  was  the  counsel  of  the  Camden  and  Amboy  Railroad  in 
any  way  or  shape. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Had  you  ever,  until  it  was  developed  in  this  investigation,  any 
knowledge  or  suspicion  that  Mr.  Markley  received  a  fee  of  $10,000  from 
Poultney  &  Trimble? — A.  None  whatever. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  Or  any  other  sum! — A.  Or  any  other  sum. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say,  when  you  were  here  the  other  day,  that 
the  business  concerning  those  ten  thousand  navy  rifles  was  transacted 
entirely  by  the  Ordnance  Bureau  of  the  Navy  Department  f — A.  Itliiuk 
so. 

Q.  And  that  you  simply  gave  your  approval  ? — A.  The  letter,  I  think, 
was  directed  to  me. 

Q.  What  letter! — A.  The  letter  of  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  making 
the  application.  That  letter  is  of  record  here,  and  all  my  connection 
with  it  is  of  record  here;  we  put  in  all  the  correspondence.  I  think  that 
I  saw  Mr.  Poultney;  I  am  not  sure,  though.  I  think  he  may  have 
brought  the  letter  in  person,  or  he  may  have  sent  the  letter  and  have 
come  afterward  to  see  me.  I  think  I  saw  him  once.  I  should  not  knov 
him  if  I  saw  him  again.    I  never  saw  him  before  or  since. 

Q.  You  turned  him  over  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau! — A.  I  referred  the 
letter  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  as  the  indorsement  shows. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Kemington  at  the  time  when  the  defect  in  the 
Remington  rifle  was  discovered  as  to  the  sight  ! — A.  I  do  not  think  I 
ever  saw  Mr.  Remington  in  my  life;  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  see- 
ing him  in  my  life. 
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Washington,  April  10, 1872. 
P.  V.  Hagner,  sworn  and  examined. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

V 

Q.  What  is  your  position  ! — ^A.  Colonel  of  ordnance  and  brevet  brig- 
adier general. 

Bv  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Have  you  any  distinct  recollection  of  the  shipments  of  arms  and 
ordnance  stores  made  by  you  during  the  period  of  the  French-German 
war! — A.  I  have  pretty  exact. 

Q.  Let  U8  have  it? — A.  The  most  active  period  was  from  October, 
1870,  to  February,  1871.  During  that  period  there  were  heavy  ship- 
ments, and  lighter  ones  also,  but  continuous.  In  every  case  they  were 
by  direct  telegram  from  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  or  by  requisition  from 
the  ordnance  officer  at  the  ^ew  York  agency.  Major  Crispin,  who  had 
been  anthorized  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  to  call  upon  the  arsenals  for 
stores  for  sale. 

By  Mr.  A^IES : 

Q.  Where  were  you  stationed  ! — A.  At  Watervliet  arsenal.  In  Oc- 
tober, 1870,  there  was  a  shipment,  by  direct  order  of  the  Chief  of  Ord- 
nance, to  hold  read}'  for  Crispin's  requisition  of  some  30,000  arms. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ: 

Q.  Springfield  muskets? — A.  Springfield  muskets.  They  were  to  be 
siiipped  on  his  requisition. 

Q.  They  were  shipped  to  Colonel  Crispin! — A.  All  my  shipments 
were  made  directly  to  him,  and  by  special  requisition  from  him  by  tele- 
egrams  followed  by  written  requisitions.  The  rule  of  the  service  was 
that  he  would  telegraph  to  me,  followed  by  a  requisition  in  writing,  and 
when  that  requisition  was  complied  with,  a  certified  copy  of  it  was  for- 
warded to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  stating  what  I  had  issued  under  the 
requisition,  and  an  order  for  supplies  was  then  issued  to  him  covering 
those  stores. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  some  correspondence  you  had  with  General 
Franklin  about  carriages  for  Gatling  guns  some  time  early  in  1871  f^ 
A.  Yes,  sir;  that  issue  was  made  exactly  like  the  others,  on  requis'ition  of 
Colonel  Crispin,  to  be  good  enough  to  send  to  him  the  Gatling  guns, 
with  carriages  and  limbers  and  chests  for  the  limbers..  There  was  also 
a  telegram  to  the  same  effect  from  the  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Q.  Were  you  ordered  to  send  those  Gatling  guns  with  carriages  and 
limber-boxes  and  so  on,  to  Colonel  Crispin,  or  to  General  Franklin  at 
Hartford  f — A.  To  Colonel  Crispin,  at  Kew  York.  I  did  not  know  where 
they  were  to  go. 

Q.  So  you  did  not  send  them  to  Hartford  directly? — A.  Fo,  sir.  My 
first  knowledge  of  General  Franklin  having  anything  to  do  about  it  was 
in  a  letter  from  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  in  which  he  informed  me  that 
these  guns  were  to  be  sent  to  Crispin  to  be  replaced  by  ten-barreled 
Gatling  guns,  and  I  was  ordered  to  make  carriages  for  the  ten-barreled 
Gatling  guns  as  soon  as  they  arrived. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  How  many  barrels  had  the  guns  that  you  forwarded! — ^A.  I  had 
then  only  nine  of  these  guns ;  I  had  had  fifty.  They  were  six-barreled 
guns,  old  fashioned. 

Q.  And  those  to  be  constructed  were  to  have  how  many  barrels  ! — A. 
Ten;  a  much  more  valuable  gun. 
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By  Mr.  Schukz  : 

Q.  When  were  those  fold  Gatling  guns  made — the  sixbarreled 
ones? — A.  I  had  made  the  carriages  for  those  guns  about  1868.  I 
think  the  guns  were  purchased  after  the  war.  It  may  have  been  a  lit- 
tle earlier  than  1868 ;  it  may  have  been  in  1867.  But  I  was  ordered  to 
make  carriages  for  60  half-inch  and  50  one-inch  Catlings.  The  50  half- 
inch  were  all  issued  with  the  Gatlings,  except  nine  at  the  time  when  this 
last  order  came.    The  50  one-inch  were  partly  issued  and  a  part  remain 

still.  ::;r' 

Q.  You  got  no  letter  from  General  Franklin  at  all  about  holding  back 
the  carriages! — A.  Not  at  all;  I  commenced  writing  to  Franklin  to 
know  when  I  should  get  the  guns,  and  when  I  should  get  the  patterns 
for  the  carriages,  as  I  wanted  to  commence  work.  I  wrote  to  him  about 
that,  as  I  understood  that  the  Colt  Company  were  making  the  guns,  and  I 
had  to  have  the  patterns  before  I  could  make  the  carriage. 

Q.  So  you  sent  those  Gatling  guns,  with  carriages,  limber-boxes,  ami 
everything,  down  to  Colonel  Crispin  at  New  York  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  did  not  send  them  to  Hartford  ? — A.  Ko. 

Q.  If  they  went  to  Hartford,  it  was  without  your  knowledge  ?— A. 
Without  my  knowledge. 

By  the  Ghairkak  : 

Q.  Have  you  the  correspondence  that  took  place  between  yoa  and 
General  Franklin  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  the  correspondence  was  in  referentr 
to  the  details  requisite  m  order  that  I  might  make  the  carriages  to  tit 
the  guns.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  any  other  i)oint,  except  that  be  was 
very  slow  in  sending  me  the  pattern-carriage,  and  I  wrote  to  him  onceor 
twice  about  it.  Then  I  commenced  making  the  carriages.  I  found  that 
the  pattern  he  sent  me  had  imperfections,  or  what  I  considered  so,  and 
I  suggested  alterations.  Our  correspondence  was  altogether  on  details 
of  that  kind.  Afterward  I  had  to  alter  the  feed-cases,  as  I  thought 
advantageously  and  much  more  economically,  and  I  hacl  to  furnish  the 
feed-cases.  They  were  peculiar,  different  from  the  feed-cases  I  had. 
The  feed-case  is  a  thin  case,  to  let  the  cartridge  down.  Those  for  ten- 
barreled  guns  were  made  with  a  quarter-circle;  those  for  a  six- barrel  wen* 
made  straight. 

Q.  What,  in  your  judgment,  was  the  value  of  one  of  the  new  gims, 
compared  with  one  of  the  old  f — A.  Infinitely  superior,  if  you  take  the 
value  of  the  Gatling  gun  to  consist  in  the  rapidity  of  accurate  firinjr, 
which,  I  presume,  it  is;  you  cannot  say  how  important  the  last  twents 
shots  of  those  fired  in  a  minute  may  prove. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  me  relatively  why  you  think  the  new  gun  was  better 
than  the  old  f — A.  It  is  twice  the  value  as  a  military  weapon. 

Q.  Had  you,  during  the  recent  war,  considerable  experience  in  tbf 
sale  and  purchase  of  arms  for  the  Government  ? — A.  I  had. 

Q.  Did  you  not  get  all  kinds  of  propositions  from  outsiders !— A. 
Yes,  sir.  My  orders  with  regard  to  arms  were  that  I  should  take  p>>' 
at  New  York,  and  should  there  examine  all  military  stores  that  arrived 
at  New  York,  to  see  whether  they  were  for  the  benefit  of  the  Govern 
ment. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  When  was  that ! — A.  The  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Cameron,  g;ive 
me  that  order  at  the  commencement  of  our  war. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  What  was  your  experience  in  relation  to  outside  men  who  wauteil 
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to  buy  or  sell  arms  to  the  Government  ?  Were  they  abundant  f — A.  I 
found  it  very  difficult  to  ascertain,  in  the  first  place,  the  right  holder  of 
arms,  and  then  very  much  more  difficult  to  purchase  for  the  Goveni- 
ment  from  that  holder,  so  many  persons  would  come  in  between.  One 
would  buy  from  another,  and  probably  there  would  be  five  or  six  persons 
having  some  little  claim  upon  each  lot  of  arms.  Generallj^,  after  I 
^'ot  experience,  it  was  reversed ;  I  would  possess  the  guns  at  the  very 
time  they  thought  they  had  a  claim  to  them. 

Q.  Amid  all  these  persons  who  were  desirous  to  sell  arms  did  you 
ever  hear  of  any  lady  who  wanted  to  sell  arms  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  propositions  from  ladies  yourself! — A.  I  have  had 
propositions  from  ladies  to  purchase,  and  from  methodist  ministers. 
Senators,  and  statesmen — all  kinds  of  persons,  it  seems  to  me. 

Q.  Will  you,  on  your  return  home,  forward  to  me  copies  of  your  cor- 
respondence with  General  Franklin  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  also  any  telegrams  concerning  Gatling  guns,  as  well  as  any 
correspondence  you  may  hdve  had  with  General  Franklin  t — A.  Yes, 
sir.  That  was  sent  for  by  the  Department  yesterday  after  1  left.  No 
doubt  the  telegram  arrived,  and  it  is  possible  the  papers  will  be  here 
to-morrow. 


Washington,  April  10, 1872. 
Edward  Barrett  sworn  and  examined. 
By  Mr.  SCHURZ  : 

Q.  Captain  Barrett,  were  you  ordnance  officer  at  the  Brooklyn  navy- 
yjird  at  the  period  of  the  French -German  war! — A.  I  was,  part  of  the 
time,  and  part  of  the  time  assistant. 

Q.  What  part  of  the  time  were  you  assistant,  and  w-hat  part  in 
charge  ! — A.  During  the  fall  of  1870  1  was  assistant,  and  in  the  spring 
of  1871 1  was  ordnance  officer. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  to  have  received  any  shipments  of  Remington 
rifles  from  the  Springfield  armory  f — A.  No,  sir ;  not  Remington's. 

Q.  What  were  they  ? — A.  None  from  the  Springfield  armory.  I  re- 
ceived from  diflferent  navy -yards  shipments.  About  579  Spencer  rifles 
and  1,384  Army  muskets  were,  by  orders  on  the  10th  and  12th  of  October, 
«ent  to  Mr.  Squire,  agent  of  Remington  &  Sons,  care  of  Austin  Bald- 
win. 

Q.  What  date  was  that!— A.  The  10th  of  October. 

Q.  The  Remington  rifles  that  I  am  inquiring  about  were,  as  the  tes- 
timony shows,  delivered  late  in  February.  Did  you  receivie  themt — ^A. 
I  know  nothing  about  them  at  all. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  such  were  received  at  the  Brooklyn 
navy-yard  at  all  ? — A.  No,  sir;  not  while  I  was  there. 

Q.  Were  any  of  those  Remington  rifles  sent  to  the  Brooklyn  navy-yard 
to  be  kept  there  before  that  day  and  returned  afterward  to  Springfield! 
Do  you  know  anything  of  that! — A.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  recollect  any- 
thing of  that  kind.  There  were  rifles,  I  believe,  sent  for  the  use  of  the 
Navy,  but  not  transferred  anywhere.    That  is  my  impression. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  to  have  heard  anything  about  the  shipment  of 
Remington  Navy  rifles  to  the  naval  station  at  Brooklyn! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  you  do  not  know  anything  about  it ! — A.  1  do  not  know  any- 
thing at  all  about  Remington  rifles.  All  I  know  is  what  I  stated  just 
now  in  regard  to  those  Spencers  and  those  Army  muskets. 
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Q.  You  say  those  Spencers  and  muskets  were  delivered  to  Mr. 
Squire  f — A.  To  Mr.  Squire,  to  be  delivered  wherever  he  desired,  and 
he  gave  orders  where  to  deliver  them — at  Pier  60  or  51,  North  River. 

Q.  And  you  delivered  them  there  f — A.  Not  I ;  I  hail  them  delivere<l 
there. 

Q.  About  what  time  was  that? — A.  About  October  13  or  14, 1870; 
I  cannot  say  exactly.  • 

Q.  Do  your  records  show  when  they  were  delivered  f — A.  Yes.  sir. 
Tt  will  be  found  on  the  records  of  the  office. 

Q.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  make  an  extract  from  the  records 
and  send  us  that  extract ! — A.  I  will.  The  orders  all  came  from  the 
commanding  officers  of  the  station.  Hear- Admirals  Godon  and  Smith. 

Q.  Were  those  arms  sent  to  Pier  No.  50  in  Government  lighters?— 
A.  I  cannot  say  about  the  lighters,  but  a  Government  tug  towed  tht* 
lighters. 

Q.  Did  you  issue  the  orders  for  their  delivery  f — A.  I  issued  the  onler> 
to  deliver  them  to  Mr.  Squire.  Mr.  Squire  told  the  gunner,  Mr.  Xeal. 
where  to  deliver  them.  1  had  orders  to  deliver  them  to  Mr.  Squire. 
wherever  he  desired  them. 

Q.  And  you  do  not  remember  the  exact  date  of  that  f — A.  It  wa.'* 
about  the  13th  or  14th  of  October. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Squire  there  at  the  time  f — A.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Squire: 
I  never  saw  him. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  of  his  being  there  about  that  time? — A.  No, sir: 
but  they  must  have  seen  him  to  deliver  them.  Tliey  must  have  got  Li> 
orders. 

Q.  The  order  was  to  deliver  to  him  personally  ? — A.  The  order  waste 
deliver  to  Mr.  Squire,  the  agent  of  the  Remingtons. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  there  any  lighters  belonging  to  the  Government  at  all!— A. 
O,  yes ;  there  were  lighters  belonging  to  the  Government. 

Q.  Belonging  to  the  Government  or  belonging  to  individuals  who  did 
lighterage  for  the  Government! — ^A.  There  were  lighters  belonginjr  t<» 
individuals  and  lighters  belonging  to  the  Government.  I  tliink  tliejs*' 
were  Government  lighters.  The  tug  that  towed  them  was  a  Goveru 
ment  tug. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

(J.  Would  you  have  employed  any  private  lighters  if  Govemmeni 
lighters  had  been  at  your  disposal  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  when  you  did  employ  private  lighters  they  were  paid  by  you, 
were  they  not  ? — A.  There  was  nothing  paid  by  me,  and  consequently 
they  must  have  been  Government  lighters. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  They  were  paid  by  Colonel  Crispin  ? — A.  They  were  not  i>aid  by 
me.    Any  payment  would  b^  made  by  the  paymaster  of  the  station. 

By  Mr.  ScHUBZ : 

Q.  They  were  paid  by  the  Navy  Department  through  the  paj^master? 
— A.  They  were  not  paid  at  all ;  so  they  must  have  been  Government 
lighters. 

Q.  Will  you  be  good  enough  to  furnish  us  that  extract  from  the  ^eco^i^ 
as  to  the  delivery  of  arms,  dates,  &c.f — A.  As  I  stateii,  there  was  u  de 
livery  on  that  occasion,  and  there  was  a  delivery  of  some  five  huudwi 
and  odd  Spencers  in  February,  1871. 
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Q.  To  whom  were  they  delivered  f — A.  They  were  delivered  to  Major 
Crispin,  at  the  corner  of  Greene  and  Houston  streets. 

Q.  Tltose  were  the  only  deliveries  that  you  made  I  A.  While  I  was 
there  those  were  the  only  deliveries  made. 


Washington,  April  10, 1872. 

The  Chairman  presented  the  following  letter,  received  by  him  from 
Major  Treadwell,  of  the  Frankford  Arsenal: 

•*  Frankford  Arsenal,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 

"  April  8, 1872. 

"  Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  herewith  the  originals  of  eight 
target  records,  made  at  this  arsenal  on  the  21st  December,  1870. 

"  The  notes  at  foot  of  records  show  that  Messrs.  Remington  and  Smoot 
and  General  Dyer  were  present  and  particularly  interested  in  the  trial. 
These  records  fix  the  date  of  Messrs.  R.  and  S.'s  visit  to  this  arsenal. 

"You  will  observe  the  letter  of  General  Dyer  to  me  to  increase  the 
fabrication  of  cartridges  was  dated  December  13, 1870.    This  matter 
had,  therefore,  been  undoubtedly  decided  at  the  Bureau  at  least  eight 
days  before  the  visit  of  Mr.  Remington  to  this  arsenal. 
"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"T.  J.  TREADWELL, 
"  Major  of  Ordnance^  Commanding. 
"  Hon.  Hannibal  Hamlin, 

^'  Chairman  Committee  on  Investigation  of  Sales  of  Anns^ 

"  United  States  Senate.^ 


Washington,  April  10, 1872. 
KoRMAN  WiARD  sworu  and  examined. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Were  you  connected  with  any  intended  purchase  of  arms  together 
with  Mr.  Peck  and  Mr.  Mackenzie? — A.  I  was. 

Q.  What  was  your  connection  with  that  affair! — ^A.  I  was  informed 
that  Mr.  Mackenzie  desired  to  buy  from  one  to  two  or  three  hundred 
thousand  stand  of  arms,  and  I  attempted  to  procure  them  for  him. 

Q.  Who  informed  you  ! — A.  I  am  not  certain  whether  Mr.  Peck  in- 
formed me  or  whether  Mr.  Schenck,  a  gentleman  refer;*ed  to,  as  I  see  in 
the  testimony  I  have  read. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Schenck? — A.  I  am  not.  I  never 
met  him  except  on  that  occasion.  I  understood  him  to  be  a  broker  or 
an  auctioneer  in  New  York. 

Q.  They  desired  you  to  procure  the  arms  for  them  ? — A.  He  informed 
me  that  he  could  "find  a  customer  who  had  the  money  and  who  was 
willing  to  purchase  from  100,000  to  300,000  Springfield  muskets  if  I 
could  procure  them  for  him. 

Q.  Was  that  customer  understood  to  be  Mr.  Mackenzie  f — A.  Not  at 
that  time.  Afterwards  I  called  upon  Mr.  Mackenzie  and  was  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Schenck,  and  then  I  continued  the  negotiation  with  Mr. 
Mackenzie  alone. 

Q.  Was  there  any  agreement  entered  into,  either  verbally  or  in  writ- 
ing, as  to  the  profits  to  be  divided  among  the  different  parties  con- 
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cernedl — A.  There  was  no  agreement  of  that  kind.  Mr.  Mackenzie 
proposed  to  me  to  pay  me  a  certain  price  for  the  arms  if  I  got  them.  1 
endeavored,  of  course,  to  bu^^  them  for  a  less  price. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Your  profit  would  have  been  what  you  could  get  them  less  for  thau 
that  price! — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  difference  would  have  been  my  profit 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  saw  Mr.  Mackenzie  afterward! — A.  I  had  an  interview  with 
Mr.  Mackenzie. 

Q.  And  had  a  conversation  with  him  upon  the  point  you  have  jnst 
stated  !-^A.  I  had  several  conversations. 

Q.  About  what  time  was  that !— *A.  I  cannot  remember  the  datf, 
though  it  is  my  impression  that  it  was  not  far  from  the  date  of  the 
President's  order  to  stop  the  sale  of  arms. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Before  or  after  that  order  !— A.  I  am  impressed  with  the  i<lea  that 
it  was  after  that  order. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Some  time  late  in  January  ! — A.  Probably  it  was.  1  have  not  the 
slightest  recollection  of  it.  I  did  not  expect  to  be  called  upon,  and  of 
course  have  not  qualified  myself  by  an  examination  of  the  documents. 

Q.  What  attempt  did  you  make  to  obtain  the  arms  ! — A.  I  wrote  to 
our  present  minister  to  England,  General  Schenck,  then  here,  askinjr 
him  if  he  would  present  my  views  to  the  Ordnance  Office,  as  to  how  the 
arms  might  be  sold  by  the  Ordnance  Office,  and  the  money  obtained  for 
them.  I  beg  of  you  not  to  mix  the  Schenck  I  spoke  of  first  in  New 
York  with  Minister  Schenck. 

Q.  Was  that  done ! — A.  General  Schenck  presented  my  views,  bnt 
they  were  not  acted  upon  by  the  Ordnance  Office. 

Q.  Did  you  come  to  Washington  yourself  to  see  about  it ! — A.  I  did 
not.    The  whole  transaction  was  conducted  by  correspondence. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  reply  from  General  Schenck  ! — A.  I  did ;  several. 

Q.  What  were  those  replies ! — A.  To  the  effect  that  the  President 
had  stopped  the  sale  of  arms,  and  that  he  thought  it  was  not  worth 
while  at  that  time  to  attempt  to  get  that  order  relaxed. 

Q.  Was  any  further  attempt  made  to  obtain  arms! — A.  A  few  days 
after  I  received  the  first  communication  from  General  Schenck,  some 
one— and  1  think  it  was  Mr.  Peck — told  me  that  there  was  a  lady  who 
had  come  from  Washington,  who  had  great  influence  with  the  Ordnance 
Department,  ancf  could  purchase  these  arms. 

Q.  That  she  had  come  from  Washington! — A.  He  said  she  had  come 
from  Washington.  When  1  saw  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Mortimer  L.  Mac- 
kenzie, referring  to  a  lady  as  Mrs.  Davis,  I  thought  I  could  recogniie 
the  fact  that  the  "  Mr.  Martin"  referred  to  by  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  my- 
self, and  that  the  lady  was  a  Mrs.  Mason,  now  living  in  Washington. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  Mrs.  Davis,  who  has  at  some  time  been  referred  to,  and  the 
Mrs.  Mason  are  the  same  person  ! — A.  I  think  so ;  T  do  not  know  a  thin;: 
about  it  but  that. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  And  the  Mr.  Martin  and  Mr.  Wiard  are  supposed  to  be  the  same 
person  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  because  I  was  the  person  who  went  to  Mr.  Mac- 
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kenzie  and  asked  him  to  give  me  a  letter  that  he  states  he  gave  to  Mr. 
Martiu  for  Mrs.  Davis.    I  asked  for  it  for  Mrs.  Mason. 

Q.  So  you  think  Mr.  Mackenzie  mixed  up  the  names  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  Mrs.  Mason  came  from  Washington  to  New  York  chiim- 
ing  that  she  could  exercise  an  influence  and  buy  arras  ? — A.  Yes.  The 
first  presentation  of  that  to  me  was  in  my  office,  and  I  think  Mr.  Peck 
referred  to  it  first,  saying  that  this  lady  was  at  the  Hoffman  House,  and 
that  if  I  would  have  an  interview  with  her  at  my  office,  or  up  at  the 
Hoffman  House,  he  felt  confident  she  could  procure  the  arms.  After  a 
little  hesitation  I  went  with  Mr.  Peck  to  the  Hoffman  House,  and  I 
there  had  an  interview  with  Mrs.  Mason.  According  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection,  that  is  the  first  time  I  ever  met  her  in  my  life. 

Q.  What  was  said  at  that  interview  ? — A.  Mrs.  Mason  told  me  that 
she  had  come  to  New  York,  from  Washington,  in  company  with  General 
Dyer  and  General  Ingalls;  that  she  had  great  influence  with  those  gen- 
tlemen ;  that  she  could  easily  procure  the  arms  I  required,  provided  I 
would  put  up,  as  she  spoke  it,  $25,000  as  a  security  that  I  was  in 
earnest. 

Q.  Was  that  proposition  made  and  were  those  statements  made  in 
the  presence  of  Mr.  Peck  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  followed! — A.  I  told  her  it  would  be  entirely  impracticable 
for  me  to  put  $25,000  in  her  hands,  unless  she  gave  me  the  evidence 
that  she  had  this  influence  with  General  Dyer  or  General  Ingalls,  that 
would  justify  the  placing  of  so  large  an  amount  of  money  in  the  hands 
of  a  person  I  had  never  seen  or  heard  of  before. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  her  to  satisfy  yon  on  that  point? — A.  I  did.  She 
told  me  at  first  that  she  could  do  it.  She  said  that  General 
Ingalls  and  General  Dyer  were  in  a  room  not  far  from  where  we 
were;  that  she  would  go  to  them  and  undoubtedly  she  could  re- 
turn in  a  few  minutes  with  some  evidence  to  me  that  she  had  the 
ability  to  carry  out  this  arrangement  that  she  had  represented.  She 
went  away,  and  I  waited  more  than  two  hours  in  the  hotel,  and  when 
she  came  back  she  told  me  that  she  had  entirely  failed,  because  neither 
of  those  gentlemen  would  believe  in  what  she  said  of  a  person  who  was  a 
stranger  to  her  unless  the  money  was  put  up. 

Q.  She  said  to  you  that  neither  of  these  two  gentlemen  would  enter 
into  the  bargain  unless  she  brought  the  money  in  her  hand  ? — A.  She 
said  that  neither  of  these  gentlemen  would  believe  that  she  had  the 
assurance  from  me  that  she  had  represented,  unless  she  brouglit  the 
money  with  her  and  showed  them  that  she  had  it.  1  immediately  said, 
"  Well,  that  ends  the  matter;  I  am  not  going  to  trust  $25,000  to  you  or 
to  any  person  without  any  better  reason  than  you  have  presented." 

Q.  Did  that  end  the  matter,  so  far  as  you  were  connected  with  the 
case! — A.  Not  entirely;  itended  the  matter  for  that  instant.  Presently, 
however,  Mr.  Peck  suggest-ed  that  there  might  be,  i)erhap8,  some 
other  way  to  fix  the  matter,  and  in  the  course  of  the  conversation 
she  inquired  whether  I  was  buying  these  arms  for  myself  or  for  some 
other  person,  and  I  stated  I  was  buying  tlfem  for  Mr.  Mortimer  L.  Mac- 
kenzie. *'  Well,''  she  said,  "  if  you  can  bring  me  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie, stating  that  he  will  accept  these  arms,  then  it  is  possible  I  may 
persuade  my  friends  to  take  that  as  a  sufficient  guarantee."  I  said  it  was 
rather  disagreeable  to  have  to  go  to  Mr.  Mackenzie  to  ask  for  such  a 
letter ;  but  still,  as  she  was  a  lady,  I  w^ould  not  hesitate  to  do  it.  I  went 
to  Mr.  Mackenzie  and  asked  him  for  the  letter,  and  he  gave  it  to  me.  I 
gave  it  to  Mr.  Peck  and  he  delivered  it  to  the  ladj'. 

Q.  What  was  the  substance  of  that  letter  T — A.  It  was  to  the  eflect 
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that  Mr.  Mackenzie  would  accept  from  Mrs.  Mason  from  100,000  to 
300,000  Springfield  maskets  at  $12  50,  delivered  at  a  pier  named  in 
New  York. 


■r 


By  the  Chairman  : 

^  Q.  Do  yon  know  at  what  price  the  Government  were  holding  muskets 
iat  that  time  ! — A.  Ye^;  General  Dyer  had  written  me  a  few  days  before 
that  the  lowest  price  any  gun  had  been  sold  for  was  $12  05,  and  £  nnder 
stood  the  letter  to  be  rather  a  hint  to  me  that  I  could  have  theiu  for  that 
price. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ : 

Q.  Have  you  got  that  letter  f — A.  I  do  not  think  I  have.  Mr.  Peck 
had  charge  of  all  the  correspondence.  I  was  very  much  occupied  at  the 
time.  Mr.  Peck  managed  the  details  of  the  business,  and  it  is  ray  im- 
pression that  the  correspondence  went  in  his  hands,  except  wbere  it 
was  personal  between  General  Schenck,  the  minister,  and  myself,  ami 
that  Mr.  Peck  has  either  got  it  or  has  destrojxd  it. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  time  when  you  got  that  letter  from  General 
Dyer ;  was  it  after  these  interviews  had  taken  place  with  i^Irs,  Masou  *. 
— A.  I  doubt  somewhat  whether  it  was  or  not;  I  cannot  be  certain 
about  that ;  it  was  just  about  the  time ;  it  was  only  a  few  days  before 
that,  according  to  my  impression  now. 

•  Q.  Was  it  after  you  had  become  connected  with  this  transaction  f— 
A.  It  was  after  I  had  become  connected  with  the  transaction  with  Mr. 
Mackenzie.  I  remember  that,  because  I  had  the  intention  to  argue  with 
the  Ordnance  Department  that  they  should  sell  me  the  arms  for  a  lower 
price,  because  there  would  be  no  margin  left  for  me  in  any  such  trade,  if 
1  accepted  the  proposition. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  wanted  them  a  dollar  less  than  they  were  asking  f — A.  Yes, 
sir:  I  wanted  them  a  dollar  less. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Was  that  letter  which  you  obtained  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  presentwl 
to  Mrs.  Mason? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  By  whom! — A.  I  thought  at  first  that  Mr.  Peck  had  delivere^l 
it,  but  I  remember  now  that  I  went  myself  and  delivered  it  into  her  own 
hands  the  next  day  after  the  first  interview  I  mentioned. 

Q.  What  took  place  then  ? — A.  My  impression  is  that  she  told  m^ 
that  General  Dyer  had  gone  to  Springfield ;  that  he  would  return  that 
afternoon,  and  that  I  would  hear  from  her  immediately.  I  never  did, 
however,  again. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  General  Ingalls  and  General  Dyer  were  at 
the  time  in  New  York  when  she  represented  them  to  be  there  f — A.  1 
do  not.  I  thought  it  was  very  strange,  if  they  were  there,  that  thi« 
lady  should  know  where  they  were,  while  it  was  entirely  impossible  for 
me  to  get  an  interview  with  them,  I  having  such  important  business. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  that  she  ever  held  any  inter- 
view with  either  of  them  I — A.  I  do  not.  I  have  had  reason  to  doubt 
whether  it  was  so.  The  whole  thing  failed  so  utterly  that  it  seemed  to 
me  to  be  the  best  evidence  that  there  was  no  truth  in  any  statement  she 
made  to  me. 
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By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  So  you  say  that  aft^r  that  letter  had  been  delivered  tocher  she 
took  it,  and  that  was  the  last  yon  heard  of  it  ? — A.  She  told  me 
then  that  I  should  hear  from  her  within  a  day  or  two.  She  said  Gen- 
eral Dyer  had  gone  to  the  Springfield  armory  and  that  she  could 
DOt  see  him  until  she  returned  to  Washington,  and  I  should  hear 
from  her  at  Washington.  I  am  certain  that  some  correspondence  did 
occur  afterward,  but  it  was  entirely  with  Mr.  Peck,  and  Mr.  Peck  did 
not  communicate  the  result  to  me. 

Q.  Yon  did  not  learn  from  Mr.  Peck  what  the  correspondence  was  ? — 
A.  I  did  not^  I  was  entirely  disgusted  with  the  transaction  and  ceased 
to  pay  any  attention  to  it  whatever.  I  was  ver}'  much  occupied,  and 
could  not  see  to  it  myself. 

Q.  When  you  took  that  letter  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  to  Mrs.  Mason,  did 
she  say  to  you  that  if  you  had  called  earlier  it  would  have  been  all 
right,  as  she  had  just  had  an  interview  with  those  two  gentlemen  ? — 
A.  Possibly  she  may  have  said  something  of  that  kind.  She  seemed 
to  me  to  be  always  acting  very  mysteriously.  She  suggested  that  if 
something  could  have  been  done  five  minutes  ago  it  would  have  been 
all  right.  That  was  the  character  of  all  the  transactions  I  had  with 
her;  or  she  wanted  me  to  give  her  $25,000  without  an^^  guarantee  what- 
ever as  to  what  she  was  to  do  with  it,  except  her  own  word  ;  and  any 
])er$on  can  see  that  no  business  man  would  listen  to  such  a  proposition 
as  that. 

Q.  Did  you  learn  whether  she  had  any  interviews  here  with  anybody 
eonuected  with  the  Ordnance  Department  in  Washington  1 — A.  I  know 
nothing  about  her  except  what  she  told  me  herself. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Did  she  inform  you  at  any  time  that  she  had  an  interview  with 
Dyer  and  Crispin  at  the  Hoftman  House  by  appointment  f — A.  Gen- 
eml  Dyer  and  General  Ingalls  she  mentioned,  although  she  did  speak 
of  Colonel  Crispin,  I  think,  once  or  twice  in  the  course  of  the  conversation, 
but  nftver  as  if  she  had  any  influence  with  him.  She  professed  to  have 
great  influence  with  General  Dyer  and  General  Ingalls. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  she  state  that  that  interview  took  place? — A. 
She  told  me  at  the  first  interview  I  had  with  her  that  she  had  seen 
General  Dyer  and  General  Ingalls  that  morning,  and  in  the  conversa- 
tion she  told  me  that  she  had  come  from  AVashington  to  New  York  in 
company  with  General  Dyer  and  General  Ingalls. 

Q.  Was  this  interview  with  General  Dyer  and  General  Ingalls  by 
appointment!  Did  she  so  state? — A.  She  did  not  state  that  that  was 
by  appointment,  but  she  did  profess  to  me  to  have  an  engagement  to 
meet  General  Dyer  and  General  Ingalls  after  the  interview  with  me, 
and  she  left  me  hurrieclly  on  the  representation  that  she  must  go  then 
ami  see  those  gentlemen;  that  she  was  disappointed  at  the  fact  that  I 
did  not  place  $25,000  in  her  hands;  and  that  she  must  go  and  see  them^ 
and  would  let  me  know  what  the  result  would  be. 

Q.  She  did  let  you  know  ? — A.  I  saw  her  the  same  afternoon,  and  then 
she  said  it  was  brought  about  in  conversation  in  some  way — I  think 
between  Mr.  Peck  and  the  lad^^ — that  if  Mr.  Mackenzie  wrote  a  letter  to 
her  personally  that  he  would  accept  a  certain  number  of  arms  from  her, 
she  could  obtain  them. 

Q.  That  came  out  in  that  interview  by  appointment? — A.  At  the 
second  interview  on  the  first  day  that  I  saw  her. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  she  had  that  interview  ?— A.  Xo ;  possibly  she 
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might.  I  know  any  lady  can  have  an  interview  w^ith  me  that  calls  upjD 
me  at  my  place  of  business  or  where  I  am. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  she  had  any  such  interview  by  appointment  with 
those  two  gentlemen  for  that  purpose  f — A.  I  do  not  believe  she  had  the 
influence  with  General  Dyer  or  General  Ingalls  that  she  professed  to 
have.  It  is  quite  possible  she  might  have  called  on  them,  because  I  do 
not  believe  either  of  those  gentlemen  would  refuse  to  receive  a  pewou 
who  called  on  business. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  she  had  that  appointment  with  those  two  perj^ons 
on  that  business,  with  any  understanding  of  that  kind  f — ^A.  I  (hi 
not  see  why  I  should  be  asked  that  question,  because  I  have  not  enoo^li 
facts  before  me  even  to  justify  a  thought  about  it.  It  was  not  a  mattei 
of  much  consequence  to  me  at  the  time.  I  did  not  pay  much  attention 
to  it. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  From  all  your  transactions  with  her  and  the  result  arrived  at  l»y 
you,  did  you  or  not  believe  that  she  had  influence  f — A.  I  believed  she 
had  no  influence.  I  felt  quite  confident  that  if  she  could  obtain  the 
arms,  having  the  agreement  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  that  he  would  take 
them  from  her  at  the  price  that  was  named,  she  would  have  obtained 
them ;  but  I  cannot  bmt  remember,  at  the  same  time,  that  I  insisted  that 
the  price  should  not  be  so  great  as  that  which  General  Dyer  had  com- 
municated to  me,  and  I  found  General  Dyer  insisting  very  strongly  en 
the  price  he  had  named. 

Q.  Are  you  or  not  satisfied  that  the  representations  of  her  influence 
made  by  herself  were  designed  solely  to  get  $25,000  from  you? — A  I 
have  no  doubt  whatever  about  that.  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  she  ex- 
pected to  get  $25,000  in  her  hands,  and  that  I  should  never  have  seen 
it  again  if  I  had  trusted  it  to  her:  but,  possibly,  she  had  a  hope  that  if 
she  had  that  much  money  she  mignt  make  some  arrangement  that  would 
have  given  her  part  of  it  legally.  That  is  the  whole  thing,  as  it  seemed 
to  me  at  the  time. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  have  stated  now  all  you  remember  about  this  matter  ?— A.  All 
that  I  remember  at  this  time.  You  must  remember  that  this  was  a 
transiiction  that  resulted  in  nothing,  and  I  did  not  charge  my  memory 
with  it. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Mrs.  Mason's  given  name  f — A.  I  do  not,  hut  I 
looked  in  the  Washington  Directory  when  I  saw  the  evidence  given  bv 
Mr.  Mackenzie,  and  I  saw  a  name  that  I  thought  I  could  recognize  as 
hers,  and  a  residence  that  I  thought  1  remembered  as  the  one  occupied 
by  her. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  know  of  any  other  transaction  as  to  arms  that  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie was  engaged  in  f — A.  I  did  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  were  engaged  in  the  sale  of  aimsf — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  m\ 
sign  out. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  Government  official  who  participated  or 
received  any  part  of  any  sale  T  A.  I  do  not.  I  wish  to  say  (because  I 
fear  always  that  persons  think  I  am  desirous  of  prosecuting  the  ord- 
nance officers,  because  there  have  been  many  circumstances  that  would 
lead  men  to  suppose  that  I  felt  bitter  towards  them)  that  I  cannot  but 
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remark  that  I  noticed  during  the  whole  of  the  transactions  connected 
with  the  sale  of  arms,  that  the  price  obtained  was  far  beyond  the  price 
that  private  individuals  could  have  obtained  if  they  had  had  the  same 
arms  for  sale. 

Q.  You  are  an  arms  dealer  f — A.  I  am  an  arms  dealer.  It  seemed  to 
me  impossible  to  believe  that  General  Dyer  was  in  earnest  when  he  told 
me  he  would  not  sell  arms  for  less  than  $12  05  apiece. 

Q.  What,  then,  in  your  judgment,  did  the  Government  realize  from 
the  sales  of  arms  at  that  time  above  what  they  could  realize  if  the  sales 
were  to  take  place  now  f — A.  I  think  double  the  price  they  could  get  now. 
But  unless  something  connected  with  Mrs.  Mason  indicated  it,  I  have 
no  reason  to  think  there  was  anything  improper  connected  with  the  sales 
of  arms,  but  it  has  seemed  to  me  since  that  there  was  strong  ground  for 
believing  that  there  w^as  no  corruption  because  high  prices  were  obtained. 


Washington,  April  11, 1872. 

The  Chairman  presented  the  following  letter  and  statement  from  Mr. 
M. L.  Mackenzie: 

General  Transatlatio  Company, 

New  York,  April  9, 1872. 

Sir:  Inclosed  herewith  [)leasefind  a  statement  in  detail  of  the  cases 
of  arms  and  ammunition  shipped  by  steamers  of  this  line  during  the 
Tranco-Prussian  war.  It  has  been  compiled  with  the  utmost  care,  and 
I  believe  it  to  be  absolutely  correct. 

I  remain,  sir,  very  respectfully,  vour  obedient  servant, 

MORT.  S.  MACKENZIE. 

Hon.  H.  Hamlin,  Chairman,  d;c.,  dtc,  Washington,  D.  C 


Date.        Steamer. 


Marks. 


Quan- 
tity. 


Description. 


1870. 

1 

1 
Gaftes. 

Sept  3  1  Pereire 

Various. 

573 

Guns  and  cartridges. 

Sept.  20 

Lafayette . . 

Addressed. 

69 

Do. 

F  B  &  C,  Nos.  1-9 

9 

Pistols. 

May,  Nos.  20-59 

40 

Cartridges. 

Addressed 

804 

Guns. 

fR] 

2,697 

Cartridges. 

1 

7  25  c. 

[GTCJ 

122. 

847 

Guns. 

1 

[6]  &  address. 

25 

Cartridges. 

1870. 

Oct.    4  Tillede  Paris 

EB&S 

27 

Guns. 

R,21c.:  [R],  3215  c. 

3,236 

Cartridges. 

1 

1,380 

Guns. 

2,198 

Guns  and  cartridges. 

1 
1 

a 

522 

Do. 

Note. — ^Tlie  letters  inclosed  in  brackets  appear  in  the  original  as  inclosed  in  diamonds. 
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Date. 

Steamer. 

Marks. 

Quan- 
tity. 

1 

Description. 

1870. 

Cases. 

Oct.     4 

Yillede  Paris 

May 

797 

Guns. 

RF 

500 

Do. 

Xomarkl000c.M231 1,231 

Guns  andcartridgeii. 

0   AV 

[MJ                     30 
Pans             ; 

Cartridges. 

• 

CG                      7 

Guns  and  cartridge?!. 

WAS 

9 

Do. 

■ 

[A  B  C]        [G] 
100  c. ;  3256  c. 

3,356 

Do. 

VVI,100c.;B,57c. 

157 

Do. 

1870. 

1 

Oct.  20. 

St.  Laurent. 

R.  F              !2, 712 

Cartridges. 

[BB]             ,      25 

Guns. 

E  F              '1, 071 

Do.  and  cartridges. 

[G]               1, 000 
lA  B  C]           !      25 

Cartridges. 

Guns. 

WI,3.*K)c.;  fG]300c.!    650 

Cartridges. 

OWM 

80 

Pistols. 

I 

fR] 

1,670 

Guns. 

FJ 

977 

Do. 

1                "                  2, 890 

Cartridges. 

'                [J]                     148 

Guns. 

FFF            ,68 

Do. 

IFF!             '    110 

Do. 

i 

May 

20 

Cartridges. 

ia7o. 

Oct.  29. 

Pereire 

C  W  M                 40 

r  ^  "v  1 

Pistols. 

[R] 
148c.;ER&S,3c. 

151 

Guns. 

I 

May 

47 

Cartridges. 

\               li  ¥ 

1,035 

Guns. 

" 

31 

Cartridges. 

I             [FF]              11,483 

Do. 

f  F]                ,6, 188 

Do. 

'*                 1, 211 

Guns. 

FFF            ;        2 

Do. 

i        [J] 

44 

Do. 

1870. 

Nov.  16 

Lafayette . . 

RF 

1,900 

Guns. 

"                 2, 803 

Cartridges. 

[F]     [RJ 
2!ic.;   633  c. 

655 

Guns. 

, 

May 

70 

Cartridges. 

1 

R  F 

5 

Artillery. 
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Date. 

Steamer. 

• 

Marks. 

Quan- 
tity. 

Description. 

1870. 
Nov.  16 

Iiafayette . . 

LG,132c.:250 

C  WM 

Addressed. 

Cases. 

382 

36 
1 

Gari;ridges. 

Bevolvers. 
Do. 

Nov.  30 

• 

Villede  Paris 

May 
B  F 

RF] 

EF 

B 

B  F 

fW] 

26 
6,337 
1,097 
1,016 
2,071 

163 

1,750 

Cartridges. 

Do.    • 
Gnns. 

Do. 
Cartridges. 

Pistols. 

Cartridges. 

Dec.  14 

Pereire 

• 

B  F 

P 

(( 

B  P 

FB&S 
May 
RF,37c.;  CWM,67c. 
G 

423 

279 

10 

400 

6,658 

500 

30 

8 

94 

Gnns. 
Do. 
Do. 

Pistols. 

Cartridges. 

Doi 
Bayonets. 
Pistols. 

Cartridges. 

1871. 
Jan.  4. 

Lafayette . . 

• 

BP 

ii 

BF 

P 

CWM 

[BF] 

EB&S 

May 

1,871 
3,355 

1,000 

46 
230 

43 

2 

444 

70 

40 

Gnns. 
Cartridges. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Cannons. 
Carriages. 
Guns. 

Do. 
Cartridges. 

1871. 
Jan.  21. 

Villede  Paris 

AB&G 

CWM 

K 
EP 
"    .58cal. 

150 

545 

22 

31 

525 

295 

652 
650 

Guns. 
Do. 
Artillery. 
Pistols. 
Guns. 

Pistols  and  cartridges. 

Cartridges. 
Do. 

37  s  A 
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1 

Date.    !    Steamer. 

Marks. 

Quan- 
tity. 

1 

!        Descriptioa. 

1 

1871.    ■ 

Cases. 

Jan.  21.  Yillede  Paris 

A              D 

fA]            [D] 

1,694 

Cartridges. 

911c         783  c. 

1 

D 

1156         29  c. 

1,185 

Do. 

• 

G          D 

• 

244c.         53  c. 

297 

Various  artillery. 

FA              F 

[F]    [A]    [A]   fD] 

602 

Cartridges. 

359  c.  128  c.  9  c.  21  c. 

1871. 

!Feb.    7     WasbingtOD 

EF 

2,156 

Cartridges. 

■ 

u 

86 

Guns. 

t 

CW  M 

71 

Cartridges. 

D 

[D] 

166 

Various  artillery. 

1 

1 

\F 

120 

Cartridges. 

' 

oXJL 

580 

Guns. 

i 

T  R,  1057  c. 
fAl  669  c. 

1,726 

Cartridges. 

[BF] 

580 

Guns. 

(( 

11 

Bayonets. 

1 
1 

u 

30 

Pistols. 

1 
1 

F 

1 

[Fl  267  c. 

G]  400  c. 

1,901 

Cartridges. 

1 

1 

A 

[A]  1234  c. 

1 

F 

[Fj 

414 

Various  artillery. 

1871. 

Mar.    1    Pereire 

* 

EN 

15 

Bayonets. 

1 

1 

a 

380 
1,762 

Cartridges. 
Do. 

1 

CDL 

350 

Do. 

[F] 

250 

Do. 

1 

D 

rni 

1,171 

Do. 

•F 

220 

Guns. 

RM'H 

667 

Do. 

R 

281 

Do. 

Center  prime. 

800 

Cartridges. 

PT 

82 

Guns. 

1 

[RF] 

753 

Do. 

« 

31 

Bayonets. 

(( 

26 

Pistols. 
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Date. 

Steamer. 

Marks. 

Quan- 
tity. 

Description. 

1871. 

Ctues. 

• 

Mar.  29  1  St.Tiaurent. 

D 

[Dj  67  c. 

JE] 
Elc. 

69 

Cartridges. 

1 

Ko  mark. 

7 

Do. 

t 

•     P  T,  18  c. 
B,  19  c. 

37 

Guns  and  cartridges. 

1 

EB&S 

196 

Bayonets. 

1 

CLL 

250 

Cartridges. 

KF 

1,424 

Do. 

1 

P.  200  c. 
[R  Fl  1020  c 

[B  PI  22  c. 
EK&Slc. 

1,220 
23 

Guns. 
Bayonets. 

|RF] 
AB&Co 

28 

Sabers. 

2 

Guns. 

1871. 

Apr.  22 

Pereire 

C  WM 

103 

Cartridges. 

P  &T 

57 

Gnus. 

EB&S 

25 

Sabers. 

[P] 

250 

Guns. 

u 

5 

Cartridges. 

Addressed. 

1 

Guns. 

[BFJ 

786 

Do. 

Washington,  April  11, 1872; 
P.  V.  Hagneb  recalled. 

By  the  CHAraMAN : 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  misappi'ehended  a  question  yes- 
tenlay.  Will  you  state  the  corrections  that  you  desire  to  make  in  your 
evidence f — ^A.  I  noticed  that  this  question  was  asked  me: 

"Q.  Were  you  ordered  to  send  those  Gatling  guns  with  carriages  and 
limber-boxes,  and  so  on,  to  Colonel  Crispin  or  to  Greneral  Franklin  at 
Hartford  r 

To  which  I  answered : 

"To  Colonel  Crispin  at  New  York.  I  did  not  know  where  they  were 
to  go.'' 

Those  were  my  orders. 

Then  I  was  asked,  (and  probably  I  did  not  catch  the  full  hearing  of 
the  question:) 

"So  you  did  not  send  them  to  Hartford  directly!'' 

No  carriages  went  to  Hartford;  but  the  guns  I  was  directed  to  send- 
to  Colt's  factory,  not  the  carriages. 

Q.  Within  what  time  did  the  carriages  go  down  to  New  York?— A.  I 
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cannot  be  particnlar;  bat  I  think  that  one  carriage  went  first,  and  Aen 
the  balance  afterward,  and  within  a  month  or  two. 

By  Mr.  Sohubz: 

•    Q.  Have  you  received  the  records  of  your  shipments! — A^  liio,  ar; 
they  have  not  yet  arrived. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  to  whom  you  sent  those  carriages  in  XewTock; 
to  what  address  f — ^A.  To  Colonel  Crispin. 


Washington,  April  11, 1872. 
Geoboe  S.  Boutwell  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Have  yon  at  any  time  held  a  conversation  with  the  Marquis  de 
'Chambnin,  in  relation  to  the  letter  of  Bemington  to  Le  Oesue,or  has  he 
at  any  time  told  you  who  gave  that  letter  to  Mr.  SumnerT — A.  IhadaeoD- 
versation  with  the  marquis  some  weeks  ago.  The  conversation  was  upon 
the  subject  of  the  preamble  to  the  resolution  introduced  by  Mr.  Somner. 
In  that  conversation  he  said  that  the  letter,  which  I  understood  to  be 
what  is  called  the  Remington  letter,  was  not  delivered  to  Mr.  Samner 
by  himself,  and  he  then  stated  also  how  it  was  delivered  to  Mr. 
Sumner. 

By  Mr.  Sghubz  : 

Q.  You  say  he  stated  how  it  was  delivered  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  How? — ^A.  He  said  he  gave  it  to  Senator  Patterson  to  showtotbe 
President,  and  Senator  Patterson  gave  it,  or  a  copy  of  it,  I  do  not  know 
which  way  he  put  it,  to  Mr.  Sumner. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  with  distinctness  whether  he  said  that  Senator 
Patterson  communicated  to  Mr.  Sumner  the  letter,  or  the  contents  of  it, 
in  conversation  t — A.  The  impression  left  upon  my  mind,  while  I  canoot 
repeat  the  exaot  words,  was  that  he  gave  Mr.  Sumner  the  letter,  or  a 
copy  of  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  he  not  deny  giving  it  himself  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir;  he  said  he  did 
not  give  it  to  Mr.  Sumner. 

By  Mr.  SCHUBZ : 

Q.  Let  us  have  some  certainty  about  that.  Did  he  not  rather  state— 
I  will  interject  here  that  1  do  not  know  anything  of  the  oouversatioas 
he  may  have  had  with  you^did  he  not  rather  state,  as  would  appear 
from  the  testimony,  that  he  communicated  that  letter  first  to  Mr.  Patter- 
son, and  that  Mr.  Patterson  communicated  the  contents  of  it  to  Mr.  Sum- 
ner before  he  (Chambrun)  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Sumner  about 
it  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  that  is  not  the  recollection  I  have  of  the  conversatioa. 
The  recollection  I  have  of  the  conversation  is,  that  Senator  Pattenon 
gave  to  Mr.  Sumner  either  the  letter  or  a  copy  of  the  letter.  I  wa« 
going  to  say  that,  while  the  impression  made  upon  my  mind  was  vert 
distinct  that  it  was  the  Bemington  letter,  I  see  now  upon  lookiiig  at 
the  preamble  that  there  are  two  letters  quoted  in  the  preamble,  audi 
cannot  recall  any  distinct  impression  on  his  part  or  mine  whidi  flxe^ 
absolutely  the  letter ;  that  is,  which  one  it  was ;  but  the  whole  coover 
sation  proceeded  with  me  upon  the  idea  that  it  was  the  Bemingtoo 
letter. 
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Q.  How  long  ago  did  that  conversation  take  placet — A.  It  was  the 
last  of  February  or  the  first  of  March. 

Q.  The  debate  on  the  subject  in  the  Senate  had  closed  about  that 
time! — A.  I  cannot  say  whether  the  debate  was  ended  or  not. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  distinctly  whether  you  did  not  mix  up  Mr.  Sum- 
ner's name  with  mine ;  whether  he  may  not  possibly  have  said  Mr. 
Patterson  showed  that  letter  to  me  t — A.  No,  sir ;  I  am  clear  on  that 
point  as  between  you  and  Mr.  Sumner,  because  I  have  reasons  to  re- 
member it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  he  not  deny,  in  that  conversation,  furnishing  any  papers  to 
Mr.  Sumner t — A.  I  would  not  say  that;  but  I  may  as  well  say  that  I 
went  to  the. marquis,  he  being  an  old  acquaintance  of  mine,  to  rather 
protest  or  complain,  whatever  you  choose  to  call  it,  that  he  had  drawn 
Mr.  Sumner  into  an  equivocal  position,  which  I  regretted,  and  the  con- 
versation, on  his  part,  was  in  the  nature  of  a  denial  of  having  done  it; 
that  Mr.  Sumner  had  acted  without  his  special  agency  or  influence.  Ou 
the  other  hand,  that  he  had  withheld  information  from  him,  and  had 
not  stimulated  him  to  intiroduce  the  resolution. 

Q.  In  that  or  at  any  interview  with  the  marquis,  has  he  stated  to  you 
the  object  which  he  had  for  his  action  in  the  matter ;  what  was  his  pur- 
pose ;  what  did  he  want  to  do  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  he  has.  I 
have  had  only  three  conversations  with  him. 

Q.  Has  he  never  expressed  the  desire  to  aid  Place  in  his  efforts  f — A. 
No,  sir ;  not  to  me.  He  expressed,  I  think,  some  friendship  for  Place. 
I  do  not  recollect  anything  which  would  be  an  affirmative  answer  to 
yom*  question,  although  in  the  three  conversations  something  of  that 
kind  may  have  transpired,  but  I  do  not  recall  anything. 


Washington,  April  11, 1872. 
W.  C.  Squire  recalled. 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Question.  Have  you  read  the  testimony  given  by  the  Marquis  de 
Chambrnn  to  this  committee f — Answer.  I  have  not  read  it  carefully;  I 
have  read  it  in  part. 

Q.  You  are  aware  that  certain  papers  were  put  into  the  case  by  him ; 
1  mean  letters  from  individuals,  a  report  of  General  Dyer,  and  I  think 
a  report  from  the  l^avy  Department  ? — A.  I  am. 

Q.  Were  you  cognizant  of  the  purposes  for  which  said  papers  were 
obtained  and  the  precise  manner  in  which  they  were  finally  used  I — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  to  the  committee  what  was  the  purpose  in  obtaining  those 
papers  t — A.  At  the  first  trial  of  Mr.  Place  in  Paris,  Mr.  Remington 
was  accidentally  in  the  city  of  Paris  on  other  business.  He  picked  up 
a  paper  in  which  a  report  appeared  of  that  trial,  and  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  his  name  was  called  as  a  witness,  but  he  was  not  there,  and 
some  reflections  were  made  upon  him  for*  not  being  there.  He  at  once 
songht  the  judge  and  presented  himself.  He  said  he  did  not  know 
that  he  was  required;  he  had  received  no  subpoena  and  knew  nothing 
about  the  trial. 
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By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  When  was  that! — A.  This  was  at  the  first  trial. 

Q.  I  mean  about  what  time  t — A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  exact  daU. 
I  think  it  was  in  October  or  November,  perhaps  earlier;  it  may  have 
been  in  (September.  These  criticisms  annoyed  him,  and  he  soaght  the 
judge  to  present  himself  if  he  was  required  to  do  so. 

Q.  What  criticisms  were  they  f — A.  They  were  to  the  effect  that  Mr, 
Remington  had  made  certain  observations  or  criticisms  on  Mr.  Plaee; 
or  that  he  was  called  there  as  a  witness,  and  had  not  responded,  and  it 
would  appear  that  he  was  not  disposed  to  make  good  any  charges  he 
had  made. 

Q.  He  saw  that  in  a  Paris  paper  t — A.  He  saw  that  in  some  Pans 
paper.  He  at  once  sought  the  judge.  I  tliink  he  went  out  of  his  way 
to  find  the  judge,  simply  to  present  himself,  so  that  he  might  be  exon- 
erated from  any  blame.  I  state  this  because  it  is  really  germane  to  this 
purpose.  Mr.  Eemington  was  then  called  a«  a  witness.  He  could  not 
speak  the  French  language,  and  having  no  interpreter  of  his  own,  an 
interpreter  was  provided,  who  turned  out  to  be  a  very  poor  one.  Mr. 
Eemington  was  called  upon  to  make  statements.  He  did  as  well  as  he 
could.  He  had  no  papers  with  him.  He  had  just  come  from  Geneva, 
where  his  family  was,  on  a  flying  trip  to  Paris,  connected  with  some 
patent  business,  and  he  had  no  means  of  substantiating  anything  if  be 
had  desired  to  do  so;  but  he  had  no  personal  interest  in  the  matter, and 
had  not  been  subpoenaed.  At  this  tirst  trial  Mr.  Place  was  acquitted, 
and  the  attorney  of  Mr.  Place  took  occasion  to  make  some  severe  com- 
ments upon  Mr.  Eemington ;  and  it  was  in  view  of  that,  and  in  view  ot 
his  relations  with  the  French  government,  the  parliamentary  committee, 
that  he  decided  to  come  to  America  to  obtain  evidence  here  in  regard 
to  the  standing  of  his  house  and  his  own  past  record  in  his  dealings 
with  our  own  Government — the  standing  of  the  firm  in  this  country. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Then  these  papers  were  obtained  to  rebut  those  accusations  against 
him? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Eemington  at  any  time,  or  in  any  way,  have  anything  to 
do  with  getting  up  charges  against  Place! — A.  Mr.  Eemington,  when 
he  \ias  here  prior  to  that  time,  about  a  year  ago  now,  was  called  uiN>n 
by  the  French  government  to  make  a  statement  in  regard  to  certain 
operations  of  Mr.  Place,  and  with  which  we  were  connected.  He  did 
so;  he  called  upon  me  to  make  a  statement,  and  I  did  so.  This  was 
called  out  by  them,  and  not  volunteered  by  us. 

Q.  And  he  was  called  in  the  manner  you  have  stated,  as  a  witness!— 
A.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  called  in  the  manner  I  have  stated,  as  a  witness. 
After  that  he  came  to  this  country,  and,  as  I  have  learned,  he  applied 
to  his  friends  here — to  those  who  had  held  important  positions  in  the 
State,  a«  governors  of  the  State  of  New  York,  and  geutlenien  connected 
with  the  General  Government,  and  said  to  them:  "Now  if  1  am  entitled 
to  anything  from  you  for  what  I  have  done  for  you  while  you  were  in 
official  positions,  that  is,  what  I  have  done  for  the  Government,  I  should 
like  to  have  it  appear;  I  have  never  before  been  called  ui>on  to  establish 
a  character,  or  anything  of  that  kind,  but,  abroad,  where  I  am  among 
strangers,  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  make  some  showing,  as  I  have  been 
very  much  misrepresented." 

Q.  They  were  not  obtained  to  be  used  against  Place  f — ^A-  No,  sir; 
simply  in  vindication  of  the  character  of  the  house. 
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Q.  Were  you  presentMn  Paris  at  the  second  trial ! — ^A.  I  was  not  at 
the  trial ;  I  was  in  Paris. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Beniington  called  at  the  second  trial  as  a  witness  ? — A. 
He  was  not;  neither  was  I,  although  Mr.  Eemington  wrote  a  letter  stat- 
ing that  he  was  Uiere,  and  that  Mr.  Bichardson  and  Mr.  Norton  and 
myself  were  there,  and  held  ourselves  at  the  disposal  of  the  court. 

Q.  Were  these  papers  used  in  that  second  trial? — A.  Not  to  my 
knowledge.  I  believe  they  were  not.  They  were  used,  however,  befor6 
the  parliamentary  committee. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Were  the  papers  obtained  here  communicated  to  the  authorities  in 
France  t — ^A.  They  were  translated  into  the  French  language,  and  for 
convenience  were  printed,  and  a  copy  of  the  printed  document  was 
handed  to  each  member  of  the  parliamentary  committee. 

Q.  Were  they  also  handed  to  the  members  of  the  court  that  tried 
Place  t — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.-  Are  you  sure  that  they  were  not  f — ^A.  I  am  not  sure  that  they 
were  not;  but  I  judge  that  they  were  not,  because  in  the  pamphlet 
appears  the  statement  of  the  advocate  general,  or  that  portion  of  his 
statement  which  related  to  our  operations,  and  I  do  not  see  how  that 
could  have  been  put  in  if  the  papers  were  used  at  the  court. 

By  Mr.  CARPENTER : 

Q.  Do  T  understand  you  that  these  remarks  of  the  advocate  were 
remarks  at  the  trial ! — ^A.  At  the  second  trial.  * 

Q.  They  could  not  have  been  very  well  printed  before  the  trial  t — A. 
Certainly  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  any  of  these  papers  authenticated  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  ! — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Were  they  authenticated  by  our  minister  at  Paris  T — A.  I  think 
that  the  signatures  of  the  parties  who  signed  these  papers  were  simply 
acknowledged. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  authentication  than  that  which  is  printed 
here  in  the  statement  of  Minister  Washburne! — A.  Not  that  I  am 
aware  of. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Were  not  the  papers  also  procured  to  aid  Mr.  Eemington  in  the 
settlement  of  his  accounts  with  the  French  government  t — ^A.  The  set- 
tlement of  our  accounts  has  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  thing  really, 
because  our  accounts  have  all  been  passed  by  the  parliamentary  com- 
mittee, I  understand,  and  also  by  the  administrative  committee.  They 
had  previously  passed  the  committee  of  armament,  as  it  was  called,  and 
then  the  parliamentary  committee  on  contracts,  of  sixty  members. 
Then  I  understand  there  is  an  administrative  committee,  charged  with 
financial  matters.  I  understand — this  is  hearsay — that  our  accounts 
have  all  been  passed.  I  understand  that  the  reason  there  is  any  delay 
now  about  closing  the  matter  up,  is  waiting  for  what  may  come  out  of 
the  investigation  here,  to  see  if  there  is  anything  new. 

Q.  Was  there  any  delay  before  the  investigation  here  commenced  f — 
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A.  We  were  asked  to  seud  certified  bills.  Misrepreaentatioiis  liad  beeu 
made  of  our  matters.  We  were  satisfied  no  harm  could  came  from 
making  a  clean  breast  of  everything,  and  we  sent  certified  copieB  of  onr 
purchases,  including  three  millions  of  dollars  of  purchases  firom  parties 
that  did  not  buy  the  arms  from  the  Government,  but  private  maaufac- 
turers  and  others. 

Q.  You  say  the  papers  were  submitted  to  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee on  contract^  in  printed  form.  For  what  purpose  were  they  sub- 
mitted, if  not  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  passing  your  aocoantsf— A. 
The  good  name  of  the  house  of  E.  Kemington  &  Sons  had  been  as- 
sailed, and  I  may  remark  here  that  our  business  has  been  buUt  up  by 
contracts  with  different  governments.  The  concern  has  had  its  origin, 
mainly,  in  them.  If  any  one  strikes  at  the  credit  of  the  house'  in  that 
respect,  it  is  injured  permanently.  That  is  the  way  they  take  its  life. 
They  have  sent  these  reports  all  over  Europe. 

Q.  Were  your  contracts  already  passed  at  the  time  when  these  papers 
were  communicated  to  the  members  of  the  committee! — ^A.  I  under- 
stand  that  they  were. 

Q.  Were  they  passed  by  the  administrative  committee  alsof — ^A.  I  do 
not  know  that.  I  may  remark  here,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  it,  that 
there  seems  to  have  been  a  very  great  misapprehension  with  regard 
generally  to  the  scope  of  our  affairs  with  the  Fiench  government.  Im- 
pressions prevail  that  we  have  made  large  amounts  of  money  out  of 
this  purchase  business.  I  may  state  here  that,  if  matters  remain  as 
they  are  to-(}ay,  we  are  the  losers  rather  than  gainers  by  it.  Although 
we  did  well  in  our  contracts  for  oiu:  own  product,  yet  we  received  no 
larger  prices  than  we  had  received  before  the  French  war  from  other 
governments.  We  took  no  advantage  of  their  necessities.  In  that 
respect  I  think  it  is  worthy  of  note  that,  if  Mr.  Remington  had  seen  fit 
to  take  any  advantage  of  the  French  government,  we  might  have  done 
so  by  obtaining  higher  prices  for  our  own  production,  as  they  brought 
much  larger  prices  even  from  private  parties.  I  make  this  remark 
simply  to  place  it  on  record.  It  is  important  to  us.  though  it  has 
nothing  to  do  with  this  case,  to  show  that,  so  far  as  tne  action  of  our 
house  was  concerned,  we  felt  that  we  were  entitled  to  commendation  from 
the  French  government  rather  than  any  blame,  and  were  very  mu^ 
surprised  to  see  that  anything  has  occurred  such  as  has  occurred  since. 
through  parties  in  this  country,  although  we  were  aware  that  Mr.  Place 
and  his  friends  had  their  motives  for  the  misrepresentations  th^  hav 
made. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  hear  General  Ingalls  testify  before  this  committee!— A. 
I  did  not. 

Q.  Have  you  read  his  testimony  t — A.  I  have  read  a  portion  of  it 

Q.  Have  you  read  that  portion  of  his  testimony  in  which  he  speaks 
of  having  in  his  possession  $5,000  of  your  stock,  or  a  certificate  repre- 
senting itf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  in  your  first  testimony  speak  of  there  having  been  an 
overissue  of  stock  at  one  time  in  your  company  T — ^A.  I  did. 

Q.  I  ask  you  if  that  identical  paper  which  General  Ingalls  held  was, 
or  was  not,  the  only  overissue  that  was  made  f — ^A.  It  was.  That  was 
the  case  I  referred  to ;  and  with  regard  to  that  I  may  say  that  there  is 
in  point  of  fact  no  discrepancy  between  his  statement  and  my  own,  al- 
though I  think  that  bis  conceptions  of  the  state  of  facts  at  the  time  1 
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obtained  this  scrip  from  him  may  perhaps  have  differed  from  my  own. 
He  may  have  regarded  it  as  an  ordinary  piece  of  stock. 

Q.  Was  it  stock  f — A.  It  was  not.  It  simply  constituted  a  claim, 
which  I  compromised  by  paying  $3,000,  and  no  claim  hacl  been  made 
on  this  piece  of  paper,  although  he  had  held  it  since  1866 ;  and,  in  fact;, 
the  members  of  our  house  at  Ilion  knew  nothing  of  it.  It  accidentally 
came  to  my  knowledge,  through  another  party  in  New  York,  that  there 
was  some  Eemington  stock  which  could  be  obtained.  I  denied  it,  but 
tracing  up  whence  this  idea  arose,  I  ascertained  that  there  was  such  a 
piece  of  scrip.  I  reported  the  fact  to  Ilion.  They  expressed  their  igno- 
rance of  thematter  there,  but  upon  asking  our  book-keeper  in  regard  to 
it,  he  to}d  me  that  there  had  been  a  piece  which  had  been  over-issued 
in  1866,  and  that  there  might  be  possibly  some  claim  on  it ;  it  was  with* 
oat  consideration  at  the  time.  . 

Q.  Did  General  Ingalls  at  any  time  while  he  held  that  certificate,  or 
whatever  you  may  call  it,  receive  anything  by  way  of  dividend  or  inter- 
est npon  it  from  the  company  f — A.  He  never  did;  he  never  received 
anything  on  it  but  the  $3,000 ;  and  I  will  remark  here  that  he  said  to 
me  that  if  I  had  named  a  smaller  sum,  he  would  have  taken  it ;  and  I 
said  to  him,  also,  that  if  he  had  named  a  larger  sum  I  would  have  paid 
it.  It  was  simply  a  question  in  my  mind  of  taking  up  that  which 
might  occasion  us  trouble,  although  we  did  not  acknowledge  the  merit 
of  the  claim. 

Q.  It  was  not  issued  to  him  by  the  Remington  Company  ? — A.  I  was 
not  there  at  the  time,  but  I  am  informed  it  was  issued  to  another  party. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  When  did  that  conversation  take  place  between  you  and  General 
Ingalls  ? — A.  I  think  it  was  in  the  month  of  September,  1870,  the  fore- 
part of  September,  1870. 

Q.  How  did  that  overissue  of  stock  come  to  be  madef — ^A.  There 
was  a  party  of  capitalists,  among  them  Mr.  G.  K.  Garrison,  Mr.  Jerome, 
of  New  York,  and  others,  that  thought  of  engaging  in  the  Bemington 
Company,  putting  capital  into  that  company.  There  was  a  gentleman 
who  represented  them,  and  this  stock  was,  as  I  understand,  issued  to 
him,  because  it  was  thought  it  might  be  advisable  for  him  to  be  made 
a  trustee. 

Q.  Issued  to  whom  f — ^A.  I  do  not  care  about  mentioning  the  name ; 
I  can  do  so. 

Q.  It  would  be  of  interest  to  know  from  whom  General  Ingalls  ob- 
tained the  stock. — ^A.  It  is  a  gentleman  who  has  nothing  to  do  with  this 
business,  one  way  or  the  other.  It  simply  brings  in  one  more  name  to 
be  talked  about  by  the  press. 

Q.  I  do  not  know  that  it  would. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  who  General  Ingalls  got  it 
from  t — A.  I  do  not. 

By  Mr.  Schuez  : 

Q.  Do  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  to  whom  it  was  issued  t — 
A.  I  do  not  know  even  that. 

Q.  Was  it  issued  to  either  one  of  the  parties  you  have  named,  Mr. 
Jerome  or  Mr.  Garrison  ? — A.  It  was  not,  according  to  my  information. 
I  asked  Mr.  Garrison  about  this  matter  the  other  day  when  he  was  here, 
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and  he  remembered  tlie  circumstance  very  well  of  chartering  a  special 
train  and  going  up. 

Q.  You  spoke  jast  now  as  if  you  did  know  to  whom  the  stock  vas 
issued  T — ^A.  I  think  the  stock  was  issued  in  blank,  although  I  am  not 
sure  of  it. 

Q.  Can  that  be  ascertained! — A.  1  think  it  can. 

Q.  Please  ascertain  it.  By  whom  was  that  stock  issued  f — A.  It  must 
have  been  by  E.  Bemington  &  Sons. 

Q.  Who  has  authority  in  your  company  to  issue  stock! — ^A.  The 
organization  of  our  company  being,  as  I  stated  in  my  testimony  before, 
all  in  the  family,  matters  are  arranged  to  suit  the  convenience  of  the 
members  that  constituted  the  partnership  firm  prior  to  the  organization 
of  the  company.  In  fact,  the  company  is  a  mere  matter  of  form,  I  may 
say,  although  there  are  regular  books,  and  the  requirements  of  the  law 
are  always  complied  with. 

Q.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  my  question.  Who  in  your  company  has 
authority  to  issue  stock  ? — ^A.  The  officers  of  the  company. 

Q.  Did  the  officers  of  the  company  issue  this  stock  t — A.  It  most 
have  been  done  by  the  authority  of  some  one  of  them;  I  judge,  in  this 
instance,  by  the  authority  of  Mr.  Samuel  Bemington,  who  has  been  since 
that  time  president,  and  who  has  been  absent  in  Europe. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 

Q.  Why  was  that  particular  certificate  issued  ! — ^A.  It  was  issued,  as 
I  understand,  by  way  of  compensation  to  the  gentlemen  who  organized 
this  effort  to  introduce  outside  capital  into  the  concern,  and  abont  that 
time  the  effort  was  abandoned,  and  the  consideration  failed.  For  that 
reason  it  was  expected  that  it  would  be  surrendered,  and  the  corre- 
sponding amount  of  stock  which  stood  in  the  name  of  one  of  the  Messrs. 
BemingtiOn  was  not  canceled.  It  remained  just  as  it  had  before,  and  it 
was  supposed  this  had  been  surrendered. 

By  Mr.  Schttez  : 

Q.  Is  the  stock  of  your  company  limited  to  a  certain  sum !— A.  It 
i»— $1,000,000. 

Q.  You  say  this  scrip  was  issued  as  a  compensation.  Was  it  issued 
without  any  money  being  paid  for  it? — A.  That  was  my  understanding. 

Q.  Then'it  was  without  consideration! — ^A.  Not  without  considera- 
tion. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  use  the  expression  "without  consideration'' a 
few  moments  ago  T — ^A.  I  should  like  to  explain  that.  There  was  a  con- 
ditional consideration,  as  I  understand.  The  consideration  at  the  time 
the  stock  was  issued  was  supposed  to  be  a  valid  one,  but  it  turned  oat 
not  to  be  so  in  view  of  the  abandonment  of  the  project. 

By  Mr.  Cabpentbb  : 

Q.  That  is,  it  was  issued  as  compensation  to  this  man  to  get  this 
capital  in ;  he  did  not  get  it  in,  and  consequently  the  expected  consid- 
eration did  not  result  to  the  company  T — A.  Exactly. 

By  Mr.  Schttez  : 
Q.  When  the  consideration  for  which  the  stock  was  issued,  that  is  to 
say,  the  prospective  increase  of  your  capit^il,  failed,  did  you  then  consider 
yourself  in  duty  bound  to  pay  for  the  stock  f — ^A.  No,  sir.  After  the 
payment  of  this  money  to  General  Ingalls,  when  I  referred  to  the  mat- 
ter in  conversation  with  Mr.  S.  Bemington,  he  siK>ke  of  it  as  though  he 
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had  not  regarded  that  as  a  valid  claim ;  but  still,  under  the  circum- 
stances, he  thought  perhaps  I  had  done  well  to  compromise  it. 

Q.  Yon  said  to-day  first  that  it  was  not  properly  stock,  but  merely  a 
sort  of  claim  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  it  not  turn  out  after  all  that  it  was  stock  f — A.  No ;  it  turned 
out  it  was  not  stock. 

Q.  What  was  it  f — ^A.  It  was  a  certificate  which  was  not  valid. 

Q.  Was  it  a  certificate  of  stock  Y — A.  It  was  a  certificate  of  stock. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Is  this  the  way  it  was  t  I  understand  that  when  this  arrangement 
was  made  this  certificate  was  given  to  this  man  as  compensation,  the 
expectation  being  that  the  same  amount  of  stock  standing  in  the  name 
of  one  of  the  liemingtons  was  to  be  cancelled,  which  would  make  it  valid 
stock  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  the  arrangement  having  fallen  through,  and  the  company 
miderstanding  that  they  were  not  to  pay  that  stock,  the  stock  which  it 
would  have  taken  the  place  of  never  was  canceled,  and  therefore  it  never 
had  validity  as  a  stock  certificate ;  is  that  it  ? — A.  That  is  exactly  the 
state  of  the  case. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  It  was  a  certificate  which,  if  the  arrangement  had  been  carried 
out,  would  have  been  converted  into  stock  ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ  : 

Q.  It  was  a  certificate  which  was  issued,  virtually,  without  consider- 
ation,  was  it  not? — ^A.  The  intention  was  to  issue  it  for  a  consideration. 
The  consideration  failed. 

Q.  And  then  you  paid  for  it! — A.  I  paid  for  it  for  the  purpose  of  get- 
ting it  out  of  the  way,  and  avoiding  any  possible  claim. 

Q.  Did  you  learn  to  whom  that  certificate  was  issued  f — A.  No,  sir;  I 
do  not  know  that  positively. 

Q.  Have  you  never  learned  from  an^'body  to  whom  that  certificate 
was  issued  ? — A.  I  have  heard. 

Q.  Where  did  you  hear  that  it  was  issued  I — A.  That  would  call  up 
the  name  again. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  question  ought  to  be 
answered.  Private  character  in  this  country  has  ceased  to  be  sacred. 
These  investigations,  I  think,  ought  not  to  be  blocked  by  any  such  con- 
sideration. I  think  the  question  ought  to  be  answered.  I  can  under- 
stand Mr.  Squire's  motive  very  well ;  it  may  involve  some  other  man ; 
but  if  it  is  not  answered,  we  are  all  involved,  and  all  subject  to  the 
cliarge  of  having  smothered  this  investigation,  which  I  do  not  propose 
to  be  liable  to. 

The  Chair^ian.  I  prefer  very  much  that  the  question  should  be  an- 
swered for  that  reason,  though  I  do  not  think  it  has  anything  to  do  with 
the  case. 

The  Witness.  Very  well.    It  was  General  Daniel  Butterfield. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  SCHURZ.)  Was  General  Butterfield  one  of  the  parties 
whom  you  expected  to  increase  your  capital?  Was  he  in  the  combi- 
nation?— ^A.  He  was  the  gentleman,  as  I  understood,  who  planned  the 
visit  of  this  party  of  capitalists  who  chartered  a  special  train  to  go  to 
Uion. 

Q.  Was  there  ever  any  other  stock  issued  in  the  same  way  ? — A.  "So, 
sir. 
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Q.  Or  any  certificates? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Or  any  script — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  This  was  the  only  one,  was  it ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  said  that  the  stock  passed  to  you  in  September,  1870.  Are 
you  sure  about  that? — A.  That  was  the  date  of  the  transfer  of  this  .piece 
of  paper  to  me. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  exactly  when  it  was  passed? — ^A.  I  recollect 
vei^y  well  that  it  was  in  the  month  of  September.  It  was  prior  to  my 
negotiating  these  sales  of  arms.  « 

Q.  Have  you  any  record  of  that  transfer  f — A.  I  have  no  record  of  it, 
bec^nse  that  paper  was  simply  taken  up  and  canceled  at  once,  and  pat 
out  of  the  way.    It  was  not  necessary  to  make  any  record  on  the  books. 

Q.  So  there  is  no  record  of  it  on  the  books  at  all  ? — A.  No,  sir.  I 
would  state  here,  because  I  think  it  belongs  to  you  to  know,  that  I  fasve 
never  had  any  conversation  with  General  Ingalls  about  the  purchase  of 
arms  or  any  other  arms  business.  I  knew  him  very  slightl}'  at  this 
time.  It  was  only  in  consequence  of  hearing  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Stein- 
berger  that  I  sought  out  the  matter. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Did  you  purchase  that  certificate  from  Ingalls,  or  were  you  moved 
to  purchase  it,  or  induced  to  purchase  it,  in  consideration  of  anythlDg 
lie  had  done  in  regard  to  the  purchase  of  arms,  or  of  anything  yea  ex- 
pected, or  believed,  or  hoi>ed,  or  desired  he  should  do? — ^A.  No,  sir;  1 
never  asked  him  to  do  anything;  he  never  did  anything  that  I  know  of., 
I  do  not  believe  he  did  a  thing,  and  I  have  never  since  that  time  had 
any  other  view  than  what  I  have  stated. 

Q.  Would  you  have  purchased  the  certificate  just  as  quick,  and  paid 
just  as  much  for  it,  if  it  had  been  held  by  any  other  citizen  or  person  f 
— A.  Just  exactly.  It  was  simply  to  get  out  of  the  way  a  claim  t^at 
had  been  lying  there  for  four  years,  and  might  occasion  us  trouble. 

Q.  And  buying  it  up  had  no  reference  in  any  way  to  these  sales,  or 
any  effect  to  be  produced  in  regard  to  them? — A.  Nothing  whatever; 
and  if  it  had  been  legitimate  stock  at  that  time,  it  would  have  been  worth 
three  times  what  I  paid  for  it. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  You  had  paid  no  dividends  on  this  scrip,  as  I  understand  ?— A 
None. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  interview  with  Secretary  Belknap  at  any  time 
during  the  period  of  the  French-Oerman  war  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  ? — A.  I  cannot  fix  the  date  exactly. 

Q.  During  what  month  did  it  take  place? — ^A.  It  was  in  the  month  of 
October,  1870. 

Q.  Was  it  about  the  time  when  the  great  October  sales  -took  place! 
I  mean  those  which  were  first  advertised  to  take  place  on  the  13th,  and 
then  were  postponed. — A.  It  must  have  been  on  one  of  the  dates  when  I 
was  in  Washington,  and  consequently  it  must  have  been  on  either  the 
7th  of  October,  or  on  the  12th  or  13th,  or  on  the  15th. 

Q.  Did  not.  after  an  interview  with  General  Dyer,  Secretary  Bielloiap 
send  for  you  ? — ^A.  No ;  he  never  sent  for  me  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Or  were  you  requested  by  General  Dyer  to  see  Secretary  Belknap! 
— A.  I  did  not  do  it  in  consequence  of  any  one's  request. 

Q.  So  you  called  upon  him  of  your  own  motion? — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  What  was  your  conversation  at  that  time;  about  whatt — ^A. 
About  the  purchase  of  Springfields. 

Q.  Did  you  have  a  long  conversation  with  him  f — ^A.  Not  long;  very 
brief. 

Q.  About  the  purchase  of  what  Springfields  f — ^A.  Muzzle-loading 
Springfields. 

Q.  The  Springfields  for  which  bids  were  to  be  opened  on  the  IHth  of 
October  f — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  Springfields  that  1  referred  to  as  having 
been  called  for  by  Mr.  Remington's  dispatch  to  me  of  the  5th  of  October. 

Q.  Was  it  previous  to  the  opening  of  those  bids  1 — A.  It  was. 

Q.  You  say  it  was  about  Springfield  muzzle-loaders.  What  was  your 
purpose  in  seeing  General  Belknap  in  that  matter! — A.  The  substance 
of  it  all  is  this :  that  I  had  put  in  a  bid  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  and  Gpl- 
onel  Ben6t  had  seen  the  Secretary  of  War  personally  in  regard  to  it, 
aud  be  seemed  to  be  in  no  hurry  to  act — ^made  the  remark  that  the 
application  would  keep,  or  something  of  that  kind ;  that  there  was  no 
hurry  for  instant  action. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Ben^t  see  the  Secretary  of  War  with  reference  to  your 
bid ! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  bid  was  that  T — A.  I  think  I  put  in  a  bid  for  250,000  Spring- 
field muzzle-loaders. 

Q.  Was  that  an  open  bid  f — A.  I  think  it  was. 

Q.  Was  it  one  of  the  bids  that  were  to  be  opened  on  the  13th  of  Oc- 
tober?— ^A.  No,  sir;  it  was  prior  to  that;  it  was  very  near  the  beginning 
of  my  negotiations  to  get  those  Springfields.  I  am  not  sure  that  it  was 
on  the  7th  of  October,  but  I  think  that  was  the  date. 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  bid  in  writing  on  the  7th  of  October  f — A.  I  do 
not  remember  now.  I  think  the  correspondence  is  on  file.  I  do  not 
remember. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  the  correspondence  shows  that  you 
made  a  bid  in  writing  for  250,000  T — ^A.  I  think  it  ought  to,  because  £ 
recollect  writing  those  letters  both  in  New  York  and  here. 

Q.  It  was  one  of  the  bids,  then,  as  I  understand,  that  were  to  be 
opened  on  the  13th  of  October  T — A.  I  may  remark  here,  in  passing, 
that  several  of  those  letters  written  here  I  had  permission  to  withdraw 
after  I  saw  they  were  not  entertained.  I  obtained  permission  to  take 
tbem  up  without  having  them  formally  received  and  filed. 

Q.  What  letters  were  they! — A.  They  were  letters  of  application  for 
Springfield  muzzle-loaders. 

Q.  Open  letters  of  application  T — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  bid  which  you  were  speaking  of  for  250.000  Springfields, 
one  of  those  bids  which  were  to  be  opened  on  the  13th  of  October! — 
A.  I  think  my  interview  with  the  Secretary  occurred  before  that  day 
^^s  appointed,  though  I  am  not  certain.  The  interview  I  sought  with 
him  was  to  promote  the  purchase.  I  am  very  certain  it  occurred  before 
the  13th  of  October. 

Q.  You  are  certain,  now  ! — A.  I  am  pretty  certain,  though  I  am  not 
positive.  Judging  from  all  the  facts  of  the  case  now,  I  should  say  it 
was  before  that; 

Q«  You  put  in  a  bid  among  those  to  be  opened  on  the  13th  of  October, 
did  you  not !— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  how  many  guns  was  that ! — A.  Two  hundred  and  fifty  thou- 
sand, if  I  recollect  aright. 

Q.  Was  it  that  bid,  then,  which  you  were  speaking  of ! — A.  I  think 
the  time  Colonel  Ben^t  saw  the  Secretary  was  the  7th.    That  I  am  very 
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certain  of.  Whether  I  saw  him  that  day  or  whether  on  the  12th  or  13th, 
I  cannot  tell. 

Q,  Did  you  see  General  Belknap  at  the  suggestion  of  Colonel  Ben^t  !^ 
A.  It  may  have  been,  but  I  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Did  you  make  two  bids  for  250,000  Springflelds  f— A.  As  I  before 
stated,  there  were  several  letters  written,  some  of  which  the  Ordnance 
Bureau  retaiued,  others  of  which  I  obtained  permission  to  retain  mys^, 
as  I  was  present  when  the  letters  were  written. 

By  the  Chaib3IAN  : 

Q.  Do  you  not  draw  a  distinction  between  an  open  proposition  and  a 
bid? — A.  Yes,  sir.  I  think  it  was  not  on  the  question  of  sealed  bids 
that  I  consulted  the  Secretary.  I  would  not  have  done  that  becaose 
there  would  have  been  no  sense  in  that. 

By  Mr.  Sohurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  have  conversations  with  Colonel  Ben6t  and  with  Secre- 
tary Belknap  about  the  250,000  Springflelds  which  you  wanted  and  for 
which  you  afterward  put  in  a  bid  ? — A.  I  think  not  that. 

Q.  What  was  the  purport  of  the  conversations  f  Tell  us  what  passed.— 
A.  I  cannot  remember  the  words. 

Q.  Give  us  the  substance. — ^A.  Simply  that  I  desired  to  purchase 
arms  and  desired  to  know  if  I  could  get  them.  In  consequence  of  Col- 
onel Ben^t's  interview  with  the  Secretary,  I  understood  they  were  in 
no  hurry  to  act.  General  Dyer  was  absent  and  was  expected  daily. 
One  reason  I  thought  for  their  failure  to  act  was  awaiting  his  retarn, 
although  they  did  not  so  state.  I  pressed  the  matter ;  stated  that  1 
desired  to  purchase  the  arms  at  once. 

Q.  Was  that  in  your  conversation  with  Secretary  Belknap  t— A  I 
think  so. 

Q.  Did  you  introduce  yourself  to  Secretary  Belknap  843  a  member  of 
the  firm  of  Eemington  &  Sons  f — A.  I  was  introduced  to  him. 

Q.  By  whom  ! — ^A.  By  Colonel  Knox. 

Q.  Was  the  price  of  Springfield  muskets  discussed  at  this  interview 
with  Colonel  Ben6t  and  General  Belknap  t — A.  There  was  some  con- 
versation in  regard  to  the  price  with  Colonel  Ben^t. 

Q.  Did  Colonel  Ben^t  tell  you  what  price  would  be  insisted  on!— A. 
He  stated  that  the  new  Springfieldshad  been  held  at  $12,  and  remarke<l 
to  me  that  they  had  sold  a  number  of  arms  to  Turkey  at  $7.  I  tried 
to  get  them  at  the  same  price  they  were  sold  to  Turkey.  That  was  my 
effort. 

Q.  After  having  had  that  conversation  with  Colonel  Ben^t,  you  went 
to  see  General  Belknap  ? — A.  It  must  have  been  after  some  one  of  my 
conversations  with  Colonel  Ben^t. 

Q.  On  the  13th  of  October,  1870,  you  sent  this  letter  to  the  Ordnance 
Bureau: 

"  We  respectfully  request  permission  to  withdraw  our  bid  for  Spring- 
field arms,  &c.,  &;c.,  submitted  this  day,  in  accordance  with  your  invita- 
tion of  yesterday. 

"Yours,  truly, 

«E.  REMll^GTON  &  SOXS, 
"Per  W.  C.  SQtJlEB." 

Q.  Was  that  done  in  consequence  of  any  conversation  you  had  with 
the  Ordnance  Bureau  f — ^A.  I  think  it  was, 

Q.  What  was  that  conversation  f — ^A.  I  cannot  recollect  now  what  it 
was. 
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By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Was  it  a  convei'sation  in  regard  to  the  price  at  which  the  arms 
were  to  be  held;  was  that  the  subject  of  the  conversation? — A.  I 
think  that  was  it.  Probably  I  thought  that  the  bid  would  not  be  of  any 
consequence. 

• 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  conclude  that  from  the  conversations  you  had  previously 
with  officers  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  ? — ^A.  I  judge  that  was  my  infer- 
ence. 

Q.  Did  you  do  it  in  consequence  of  the  conversation  you  had  with  the 
Secretary  of  War! — A.  No,  sir;  my  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of 
War  amounted  to  very  little,  if  anything.  I  simply  received  from  him 
the  idea  that  he  was  in  no  hurry ;  that  there  was  no  occasion  for  any 
hurry ;  that  other  parties  desired  to  put  in  bids ;  that  other  parties  were 
negotiating,  and  he  was  willing  to  let  all  come  before  him  before  he 
acted. 

Q.  So  you  say  you  withdrew  that  bid  in  consequence  of  conversations 
you  had  with  the  officers  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  with  regard  to  the 
price! — A.  That  is  my  impression.    I  can  think  of  no  other  reason  now, 

Q.  You  stated  here: 

**  P.  S. — We  do  this  in  consideration  of  extension  of  the  time  until  2 
p.  m.  October  15, 1870,  for  opening  the  bid^,  and  with  a  view  of  sTmend- 
ing  this  bid  t '' 

A.  The  last  expresses  the  idea. 

Q.  Did  you  do  it  with  the  intention  of  putting  in  a  bid  for  a  higher 
price! — A.  I  think  that  must  have  been  the  reason. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 

Q.  Was  that  a  sealed  bid  that  you  withdrew! — A.  I  do  not  know.  I 
cannot  remember  whether  it  was  a  sealed  bid  or  not. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Was  it  not  a  bid  handed  in  in  pursuance  of  General  Dyer's  invita- 
tion for  sealed  proposals,  which  was  issued  October  12, 1870 1 — A.  It 
may  have  been,  but  I  do  not  recollect  about  that. 

Q.  You  do  not  recollect  whether  it  was  a  sealed  bid  or  not ! — ^A.  I  do 
not. 

Q.  Is  it  your  impression  that  it  was! — ^A.  I  cannot  state,  because,  as 
I  said  before,  I  wrote  so  many  of  these  letters,  and  I  was  present  and 
dehvered  them  in  person,  and  sometimes  during  the  time  of  those  de* 
Uveries  I  had  conversation  that  decided  me  not  to  present  the  letters. 

Q.  It  appears  from  the  record  here  that  it  was  a  sealed  bid.  The  in« 
dorsement  is  stated  to  have  been : 

"  Let  the  bid  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons  be  returned  unopened. 

«  A.  B.  DYER, 
«  Chief  of  Ordnancej  U.  8.  A," 

It  must  therefore  have  been  a  sealed  bid  ! — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  officers  of  the  Ordnance 
Bureau  as  to  the  price  you  should  put  in ! — A.  I  asked  them  what 
prices  were  acceptable  to  them,  not  what  prices  I  should  put  it.  I  had 
no  understanding  with  them  about  any  price  I  should  put  in. 

Q.  Did  you  afterward  put  in  a  bid  in  accordance  with  the  informa- 
tion you  received  on  that  occasion  f — A.  I  think  I  put  in  a  bid  that  was 
opened,  with  the  others,  on  the  18th  of  October. 
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Q.  I  ask  you  whether  you  put  in  a  bid  in  accordance  with  the  infor- 
mation you  received  as  to  the  price  f — A.  Probably  that  bid  was  without 
reference  to  any  such  information.  If  I  recollect  aright,  my  idea  was 
to  pay  a  certain  price  per  arm  for  all  the  new  arms  and  for  all  the 
cleaned  and  repaired  arms ;  and  I  hoped,  by  paying  what  I  considered 
a  good  price  for  the  cleaned  and  repaired  arms,  to  get  the  new  arms  for 
the  same  price.  Taking  a  large  number  of  the  cleaned  and  repaired, 
I  hoped,  by  paying  a  fair  price  for  them,  to  get  all  at  a  lower  price  than 
had  been  named  for  new  arms.  I  think  that  was  the  substance  of  my 
bid. 

Q.  Did  you  put  in  a  bid  shortly  after  you  had  withdrawn  the  one  I 
have  just  referred  to?— *A.  I  think  I  did. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  it  wasT — A.  I  do  not;  but  my  impressicMi 
is  that  I  made  a  bid  for  the  purpose  I  have  just  stated.  I  have  Dot 
even  read  over  the  letters  in  your  printed  evidence,  so  that  my  memoiy 
has  not  been  refreshed. 

Q.  When  Mr.  Remington  was  here  in  December,  1870,  did  you  ever 
see  him  together  with  Colonel  Crispin  f — ^A.  I  did.  I  saw  him  in  Colo- 
nel Crispin's  office. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  the  conversation  was  about  f — A.  I  do  not 
recollect  any  particular  conversation. 

Q.  Did  3^ou  not  take  part  in  it  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  not  talk  about  business — you  three  together  t— A  I  do 
not  recollect  now  what  we  did  talk  about. 

Q.  Did  you  from  time  to  time  visit  the  ordnance  agency  at  'Se^ 
York  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  say  you  do  not  recollect  whether  you  gentlemen  talked  ahout 
business  f — A.  When  I  went  there  myself  on  my  business,  I  ft^nently 
talked  about  business. 

Q.  What  business  did  you  talk  about  f — A.  I  had  to  receive  quite  a 
number  of  arms  that  I  had  contracted  for,  and  had  to  make  payments 
for  them. 

Q.  In  December,  1870  f — ^A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  particular  month, 
but  during  the  winter. 

Q.  You  had  interviews  with  Colonel  Crispin  during  December,  1870, 
while  Mr.  Remington  was  in  New  York,  had  you  not  f — A.  I  think  I  had. 

Q.  You  say  you  spoke  with  Colonel  Crispin  about  arms  that  yon  had 
contracted  for? — A.  Meaning  Spencer's  and  the  old  model  Reming- 
tons. 

Q.  When  were  those  arms  delivered  ? — ^A.  At  various  times.  Those 
arms  cauie,  many  of  them,  from  distant  portions  of  the  ITnion,  large 
numbers  of  them  from  California,  as  I  wa«  informed.  It  took  a  long 
while  to  get  them  from  the  different  posts.  As  they  came  in,  they  were 
examined,  as  I  understood,  although  I  do  not  know  as  to  that ;  but  they 
were  examined  somewhere  and  then  delivered  to  me. 

By  Mr.  Cabpenteb  : 

Q.  When  were  these  arms  bought  from  the  Government  f — ^A.  Prior 
to  the  13th  of  October. 

Q.  What  arms  did  you  contract  for  prior  to  October  13th  T — A.  The 
old  model  Remington  carbines  and  Spencers  were  the  prominent  pur- 
chases ;  also  some  Springfields. 

Q.  When  were  those  arms  delivered  t — A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  dates. 
There  were  several  steamers,  quite  a  number  of  steamers,  if  I  recollect 
aright,  that  received  those  arms. 

Q.  Were  not  the  last  of  them  delivered  on  November  30, 1870  ?— 
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A.  I  do  not  remember.  I  do  uot  think  they  conM  have  been  settled  for 
at  that  time.  I  do  not  think  the  settlement  occurred  until  some  time 
after  that 

Q.  What  settlement? — A.  The  payment  for  them  and  the  final  adjust- 
ment of  the  account.  There  was  a  little  discrepancy  between  our  account 
ofthem  and  theirs. 

Q.  Is  it  not  the  rule  of  the  Department  not  to  deliver  any  arms  until 
a  settlement  is  made! — A.  We  made  a  payment  in  excess  of  the 
amount,  and  had  to  receive  a  portion  back,  in  this  instance. 

Q.  Does  that  circumstance  appear  on  the  records  anywhere  t — A.  I 
do  not  know  their  records.    I  know  ours. 

Q.  You  say  you  made  payment  in  excess  of  the  amount  that  the  Ord- 
nance Bureau  was  entitled  to  T — A.  It  was  not  known  exactly  how  many 
armB,  &c.,  they  could  deliver.  They  required  payment  to  be  made  before 
delivery,  and  the  exact  number  of  the  delivery  not  being  certain,  we 
took  care  to  pay  them  enough  to  be  certain  to  cover  all  they  were  deliv- 
ering, and  the  final  adjustment  of  the  matter  was  left  until  the  deliveries 
were  all  completed  and  receipts  given. 

Q.  Itapi)ears  from  the  record  that  the  deliveries  were  completed  on 
the  30th  of  November,  and  you  say  you  had  made  payments  for  those 
arms  in  excess  of  what  was  due  the  Ordnance  Bureau  f — ^A.  That  is  my 
recollection  of  it. 

Q.  How  large  a  sum  wa«  there  paid  in  excess  ! — A.  I  do  not  recollect 
now — not  more  than  $20,000  or  $30,000 ;  I  do  not  recollect  how  much. 
It  was  not  more  than  that. 

Q.  How  was  the  excess  settled  up  ! — A.  I  think  I  received  a  return- 
check. 

Q.  When  t — A.  I  cannot  name  the  date. 

Q.  Would  that  appear  of  record  f — A.  Our  books  ought  to  show  the 
amount;  but  it  would  depend  on  whether  the  book-keeper  had  his  dates 
exactly  right  or  not.    They  would  probably  show  it. 

Q.  Is  not  your  book-keeper  likely  to  have  the  dates  exactly  right  f — 
A.  Yes,  sir;  he  usually  takes  them  as  I  report  them;  or  he  might  have 
taken  it  from  the  bank's  acknowledgment  of  it  in  their  monthly  report. 

Q.  How  did  you  come  to  pay  a  sum  in  excess  for  these  carbines  and 
cartridges! — A.  I  have  just  answered  that. 

Q.  I  do  not  know  that  you  have.  I  see  that  th©  amount  is  here  very 
precisely  stated.  Did  you  not  know  that  amount  before? — A.  The 
exact  amount  f 

Q.  Yes. — A.  In  round  numbers  there  was  so  many.  The  terms  of 
the  bargain . 

Mr.  SoHURZ.  Not  round  numbers ;  it  is  here  dollars  and  cents. 

Mr.  Cabpentbb.  That  account  was  made  up  after  the  whole  thing 
was  ascertained,  I  suppose. 

The  Witness.  There  is  nothing  in  the  world  about  the  matter  that 
we  have  to  conceal,  or  that  the  Ordnance  Office  have ;  not  a  particle. 

Mr.  ScHUBZ.  I  do  not  suppose  there  is. 

The  Witness.  It  is  only  a  question  of  recollection  of  this  or  that  lit- 
tle item  in  a  large  volume  of  business.  I  cannot  be  expected  to  recol- 
lect every  detail. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Schubz.)  Had  you  not  contracted  for  a  certain  number  of 
Spencer  and  Remington  carbines  f — A.  That  is  what  I  am  about  to 
state.  The  language  of  the  letter  in  which  they  were  engaged,  if  I 
recollect  aright,  there  was  an  ofter  made  by  letter,  stated  ''  all  the  old 
model  Remington  carbines"  of  such  a  caliber,  and  ^^  all  the  Spencer's 
caliber,  .50  and  .52,  amounting  in  round  numbers  to  about  so  and  so." 
38SA 
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Q.  The  question  I  was  going  to  ask  is  this :  The  rale  of  the  Depart- 
ment being  that  arms  have  to  be  paid  for  on  delivery,  was  not  the  num- 
ber of  arms  known  to  you  when  the  arms  were  delivered  on  the  30th  of 
I^ovember? — A.  I  do  not  think  it  was.  I  think  the  final  settlement 
was  later. 

Q.  You  say,  then,  your  conversation  with  Colonel  Crispin  afterwards 
turned  upon  that  matter  of  their  repaying  that  excess! — A.  That  rniut 
have  been  our  principal  business. 

Q.  Had  you  any  other  business  with  him  t — A.  I  do  not  recollect  any 
other  business  with  him  after  that.  I  might  have  had  conversatious 
with  him  ;  but  I  cannot  swear  as  to  any  other  business  I  had. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  about  the  opera  ? — A.  Very  likely. 

Q.  Did  you  talk  about  other  arms  to  be  delivered,  since  all  your  arms 
were  delivered  on  November  30 1 — A.  I  do  not  recollect. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  or  the  Ord- 
nance Bureau  officers,  after  the  13th  of  October,  when  the  dispatch  from 
Eemington  was  shown  there! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  not  already  stated  one  object  you  had  in  putting  in  a 
bid  after  that  was  to  prevent  other  arms  dealers  from  knowing  that 
your  ofiers  had  been  suspended  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  that  was  a  prime  object 


Washington,  April  11, 1872. 
EuFUS  INGALLS  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Had  you  ever  any  interview  at  the  Hoffman  House,  New  York, 
with  General  Dyer  and  a  Mrs.  Mason  in  relation  to  negotiations  for  the 
sale  of  arms  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Never  f — A.  Never. 

Q.  Was  there  ever  any  interview  at  the  Hoffman  House  between 
General  Dyer  and  yourself  and  any  woman  t — A.  Never. 

Q.  Have  you  anything  to  add  in  relation  to  the  scrip  which  yoQ  held 
of  the  Kemington  Company? — A.  I  have  heard  Mr.  Squire's  statement 
about  it.  When  1  was  questioned  the  other  day,  the  matter  had  niade 
so  little  impression  that  1  supposed  my  testimony  was  i)erfectly  correct, 
and  understood  by  the  committee,  and  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  it 
was  i3erfectly  well  understood.  1  saw  criticisms,  however,  afterward, 
which  seemed  to  imply  that  some  people  did  not  understand  it.  1 
want  to  repeat  now  simply  that  that  scrip  came  into  my  possession 
through  a  third  party  in  1806.  I  did  not  know  whether  it  was  stoeit  or 
scrip  'y  1  did  not  inquire.  It  came  into  my  hands  through  the  same 
party  that  was  mentioned  by  Mr.  Squire.  1  did  not  mention  his  name 
the  other  day,  simply  because  he  is  not  an  officer  of  the  Army,  and 
besides  that  he  is  in  Europe. 

Q.  You  mean  General  Butterfield  ! — A.  Yes.  I  declined  to  mention 
his  name.  It  came  to  me  from  a  private  transaction  between  him  and 
myself  in  18G6.  I  never  read  it ;  else  I  should  probably  havesaid  what 
Mr.  Squire  says  now,  that  it  was  an  overissue.  At  all  events  1  did  not 
place  any  value  upon  it.  1  stated  emphatically  (in  contradiction  to  what 
the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  had  said  that  1  had  connection  with  the  Bem- 
ingtons  during  the  Franco-German  war)  that  I  had  not  I  repeat  that 
now. 
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Q.  Yon  never  aided  them  in  any  way  in  negotiating  sales? — A.  In  no 
manner  whatever.  When  an  inquiry  was  made  of  me  by  a  third  party 
whether  I  did  not  have  some  scrip  or  stock,  I  said  I  believed  I  had.  Then 
the  application  was  made  to  n)e  I  said  to  that  party,  "  Of  coarse  1  will  get 
rid  of  it."  That,  I  have  learned  since,  wasin  September,  1870.  I  wasready 
to  let  it  go  for  any  consideration  that  was  better  than  nothing,  the  same 
as  I  would  a  little  interest  in  the  Union  Pacitic  Railroad  or  anything  else, 
as  soon  as  it  was  better  I  would  let  it  go.  An  offer  was  made  me;  I 
accepted  it  on  the  spot,  and  the  transaction  was  concluded  at  once,  and 
that  was  the  end  of  it. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  You  say  you  did  not  place  any  value  on  it  f — A.  I  had  not  placed 
any  value  on  it. 

Q.  13id  you  not  obtain  it  for  a  consideration  f — A.  It  was  a  private 
matter  between  General  Butterfield  and  myself.  We  had  private  trans- 
actions in  which  he  had  papers  of  mine  and  I  had  papers  of  his,  liabili- 
ties, &c.,  and  this  came  in,  and  I  suppose  likely  there  may  have  been  a 
consideration  ;  but  the  extent  of  it,  1  do  not  know — nothing  to  put  any 
value  on  it.  In  other  words,  if  I  had  wanted  to  make  use  of  it  I  could 
not  have  done  it, 

Q.  You  are  not  sure  whether  there  was  a  consideration  for  it  or  not  f — 
A.  There  must  certainly  have  been  some  consideration  between  Butter- 
field  and  my>self,  because,  as  I  say,  we  had  a  great  many  private  trans- 
actions, but  it  certainly  must  have  been  very  little,  for  the  reason  that 
I  did  not  know  that  I  could  have  gotten  five  dollars  for  it  in  1866.  I 
certainly  should  have  taken  a  thousand  dollars ;  I  should  have  taken 
whatever  Mr.  Squire  offered  in  1870,  before,  as  I  understood,  any  arnia 
were  purchased  of  the  Government  during  the  Franco-German  war. 
My  connection,  whatever  there  was,  ceased  with  the  disposition  of  that 
scrip,  so  that  I  cannot  understand  that  there  can  possibly  be  any  con- 
nection with  the  Kemingtous. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  transaction  between  you  and  Mr.  Squire  took 
place  in  1870,  and  you  remember  it  since  ycmr  attention  ha«  been  called 
to.it.     Did  you  remember  it  before  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  it  was  in  September,  1870  f — A.  I  am  not  sure,  more 
than  I  am  so  told,  and  I  heard  Mr.  Squire  give  his  testimony  just  now. 

Q.  Did  you  keep  any  record  of  it? — A.  1  did  not;  in  fact  I  never  read 
the  paper.    I  did  not  know  whether  it  was  scrip  or  stock. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  other  i)arties  held  such  scrip  or  stock  ! 
— A.  I  said  the  other  day  that  I  did  not.  1  rei>eat,  today,  that  I  do 
not  know. 

By  Mr.  Stevenson  : 

Q.  Did  you  ever  meet  a  Mrs.  Mason  in  New  York,  or  see  her,  or  hear 
of  her! — A.  Since  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Wiard,  or  whatever  his  name 
is,  (whom  I  do  not  know,)  yesterday,  I  have  thought  over  it.  I  cannot 
say.  There  was  a  Mrs.  Mason  to  whom  I  was  introduced  three  or  lour 
years  ago,  as  she  sat  in  a  carriage,  in  New  York.  Whether  that  is  the 
person  or  not,  I  cannot  tell.  I  was  rather  in  hopes,  if  there  was  any- 
thing in  it,  that  she  might  be  here  to  be  examined,  so  that  I  might 
know.  I  presume  that  when  she  is  examined  she  will  say  whether  she 
knows  me  or  not.  I  say,  on  my  oath,  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  state- 
ment whatever.  I  do  not  believe  that  I  know  any  such  person.  I  can- 
not say  positively  that  I  know  that  there  is  any  such  person. 

Q.  Do  you  know  M.  L.  Mackenzie  t — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  at  an  office  No.  58  Broadway,  New  Yorkj  at  which 
any  of  the  Mackenzies  were  T — A.  No,  sir ;  it  is  impossible. 
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Q.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  any  of  the  Mackenzies 
touching  the  purchase  of  armst — A.  I  do  not  recall  any  Mackenzie 
that  I  know.  I  do  not  recall  any  conversation  I  conld  have  had  with 
regard  to  the  purchase  of  arms  with  any  such  person. 


Washington,  April  11, 1872. 
Thomas  Richardson  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Do  you  know  that  in  the  progress  of  this  investigation 
certain  letters  to  Mr.  Eeuiington,  a  report  from  General  Dyer,  and  a 
report  from  the  Navy  Department  have  been  put  in  the  case! — ^Answer. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  cognizant  of  the  purposes  for  which  these  papers  were 
procured  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  were  they  procured  by  Mr.  Remington !— A. 
I  can  confirm  what  Colonel  Squire  said  with  reference  to  that  There 
is  a  dispatch  of  M.  de  Bellonnet  which  has  been  referred  to  quite  fre- 
quently here,  I  think,  under  date  of  April  13.  It  was  not  put  in  €\i- 
dence  on  the  first  trial  of  Place ;  but  by  a  proceeding  entirely  unknown 
to  our  courts,  (it  having  been,  so  far  as  I  could  learn,  surreptitiously  ob- 
tained from  the  bureau  of  the  minister  of  foreign  affairs  b^'  Mr.  Rivo- 
leaut,  who  was  Place's  counsel,)  it  was  reud  in  his  plea.  He  had  the 
closing  plea.  That  is  the  rule  there ;  and  it  came  to  light  for  tbe  first 
time  to  public  notice  in  his  plea  on  that  trial.  It  was  read  by  him,  not 
having  been  ever  mentioned  in  evidence,  and  no  opportunity  having 
been  given  to  sec  it,  to  consider  it,  or  to  refute  it.  Mr.  Remington  at 
that  time  not  having  the  slightest  idea,  so  far  as  my  information  goes— 
and  I  think  it  is  reliable — that  M.  Place  would  have  a  second  trial,  that 
there  would  be  any  appeal  at  all,  came  over  to  the  United  States  to  ob- 
tain documents  in  the  first  place  specifically  refuting  the  charges  that 
were  made  in  that  dispatch  of  Bellonnet ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  bj 
way  of  indorsement  of  his  own  character  and  the  character  of  the 
house;  not  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  him  in  settling  his  acconuts,for 
his  accounts  at  that  time  had  been  all  passed  by  the  parliamentary  com- 
mission. They  were  passed  when  1  was  in  France,  in  June,  1871, and  the 
administrative  commission  which  has  been  mentioned  here  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  allowance  or  disallowance  of  certain  items,  bat 
is  charged  simply  with  the  duty  of  comparing  the  details  and  ascertain- 
ing the  general  accuracy,  depending  on  the  decision  of  the  parliamentary 
commission  on  war  purchases  as  to  the  general  reliability  and  the 
allowance  of  the  various  classes  of  items  and  charges,  and  these  had 
been  passed  by  that  committee  at  that  time.  The  object  of  getting  op 
those  certificates  was  simply  to  vindicate  his  reputation  and  Uie  reputa- 
tion of  the  house,  which  had  been  in  that  manner  assailed.  After  he 
had  been  here,  and  £  think  after  he  had  obtained  all  those  certificates, 
(and  he  obtained  them,  I  think,  personally  himself;  Mr.  Peck  never  had 
anything  to  do  with  it,)  he  received  information  from  Paris — I  saw  the 
letter  myself — in  which  it  was  alleged  that  the  minister  of  public  works* 
I  think  it  was,  dissatisfied  with  the  result  of  the  first  trial,  had  brought 
an  appeal,  and  he  was  requested  at  that  time  to  procure  certain  deposi- 
tions and  certain  evidence  with  regard  to  other  matters  upon  which 
Place  was  charged.  I  have  a  report  in  my  hand  of  the  conviction  of 
Place — the  judgment ;  there  were  seven  charges  brought  against  them, 
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and  there  was  only  one  of  these  charges  of  which  Mr.  Remington  had 
any  knowledge ;  in  fa€t  he  had  no  personal  knowledge  of  that,  but  his 
house  was  connected  with  it.  Upon  six  of  these  seven  charges,  if  I 
mistake  not,  Place  was  convicted. 

By  Mr.  ScHUBZ : 

Q.  Did  you  say  that  Mr.  Remington,  at  the  request  of  some  govern- 
ment official  in  France,  procured  evidence  here  with  regard  to  any  of 
the  charges  brought  against  Place? — A.  He  procured  certain  depositions. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  When  f — A.  That  was  when  he  was  over  here.  I  think  he  got  to 
New  York  some  time  about  the  latter  part  of  October,  or  the  first  of 
November,  1871. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  you  in  Paris  at  the  time  of  the  second  trial  of  Place  f — ^A.  I 
was.    I  was  in  court  a  good  portion  of  the  time. 

Q.  Did  Remington  appear  as  a  witness  at  the  second  trial  ? — A.  He 
was  not  there,  nor  present  in  court  during  any  ])ortion  of  the  trial.  I 
would  say  here,  to  remove  any  misapprehension,  that  I  was  there  simply 
as  a  spectator — did  not  even  take  a  seat  in  court,  but  stood  as  others 
did.  I  was  there  simply  as  matter  of  curiosity.  I  took  no  part  in  the 
proceedings  in  any  shape  or  form. 

By  'Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Were  the  letters  of  recommendation  of  Mr.  Remington  produced  at 
that  trial  ? — A.  I  think  not.  I  can  confirm  what  Mr.  Squire  says  in  that 
regard.  This  pamphlet,  if  you  will  examine  it,  contains  an  extract  from 
tbe  speech  of  the  proeureur-g^ral^vrho  summed  up  the  case  on  behalf 
of  the  government  the  last  day  but  one  of  the  trial,  and  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  us  to  have  had  that  before  it  was  delivered.  It  was  taken 
down  by  a  short-hand  reporter,  written  out  by  him,  and  printed,  and 
made  a  part  of  this  pamphlet,  which  was  got  up  for  use  before  the  par- 
liamentary commission.  I  will  state  very  briefly  that  Mr.  Remington's 
character  having  been  assailed  in  the  manner  I  have  stated,  the  Duke 
d'Audiflfct-Pasquier,  who  was  the  president  of  the  commission  on  war 
contracts,  informed  Mr.  Remington,  either  mediately  or  immediately,  I 
do  not  know  which,  that  he  should  have  an  opportunity  of  as  publicly  de- 
fending himself  or  vindicating  himself  as  he  had  been  ruthlessly  assailed, 
and  Mr.  Remington  was  invited  to  appear  with  Colonel  Squire  and  Mr. 
Norton  and  myself,  (but  in  point  of  fact  I  took  no  part  in  the  proceed- 
ings,) before  the  parliamentary  commission  the  very  day  after  Place's 
conviction,  and  there  certain  questions  were  put  to  Mr.  Remington^ 
pamphlets  given  to  each  member  of  the  commission  who  was  present, 
and  the  object  was  to  simply  vindicate  the  character  and  reputation  of 
the  house.  In  point  of  fact,  at  that  time  Mr.  Remington  stated  to  the 
French  commission  on  war  contracts :  *'  Gentlemen,  I  do  not  come  to  ask 
you  for  money ;  whenever  my  accounts  are  ready  to  be  settled,  and  you 
feel  like  paying  them,  pay  them.  That  is  not  my  object ;  my  object 
here  is  to  vindicate  my  reputation." 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  Did  you  accompany  Mr.  Remington  to  France  as  his  legal  coun- 
sel f— A.  I  do  not  know  exactly  in  what  capacity.  I  presume  you  might 
say  that,  although  it  was  not  expected  that  I  should  take  any  part  in 
the  trial  of  Place ;  it  was  more  particularly  to  arrange  papers. 
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Q.  You  say  Mr.  Eemington  procured  here  depositions,  in  the  form  of 
affidavits,  I  suppose,  couceruiug  certain  charges  brought  against  rhu*e 
in  France,  at  the  request  of  some  government  official  f — A.  I  do  uot 
know  who  really  it  was,  but  some  one  over  there  who,  I  presume,  stood 
in  some  such  relation  as  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  it  was  an  official  person  t — A.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  wa^s,  but  somebody  requested  Mr.  Remington  to  procure  those 
affidavits,  I  understood. 

Q.  What  did  those  affidavits  refer  to  f — A.  They  were  affidavits  re- 
lating to  various  charges  on  which  he  was  arraigned — ^Roberts  guu8, 
Gatling  guns,  and  I  think  a  matter  of  affreightment. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Remington's  accounts  have  been  settled 
with  the  French  government  by  this  time! — A.  I  do  uot  know.  I 
think  they  are.  He  received  quite  a  considerable  amount  on  acconnt. 
Whether  "there  has  been  a  final  adjustment  I  do  not  know.  At  the  last 
advices  I  had  they  w^ere  not,  and,  as  Colonel  Squire  intimates,  this  in- 
vestigation here  having  been  ordered,  the  delay  might  possibly  be  to 
see  what  the  result  of  it  was. 

Q.  You  say  that  Mr.  Remington,  before  the  parliamentary  committee, 
said  he  did  not  come  there  for  the  pur[)ose  of  getting  money  or  having 
his  accounts  passed! — A.  I  did  not  say  his  "accounts  passed,''  because 
they  had  been  passed  and  liquidated. 

Q.  Why  do  they  hang ! — A.  I  do'  not  know.  I  do  not  understand 
that  there  is  any  reason  whatever.  I  think  the  principal  reason  is  that 
this  matter  here — but  that  is  simply  conjecture — has  been  set  on  f(H>t, 
and  I  presume  reasonable  prudence  would  rather  dictate  that  they 
should  move  slowly,  in  order  to  see  whetlier  there  is  anything  dijivov- 
ered  here  or  not.  I  would  say  that  the  charges  were  made — ^as  proba- 
bly the  committee  is  aware — which  were  refuted  over  there  by  the  offi- 
cial statement  itself,  that  there  were  large  discrepancies  between  the 
prices  paid  by  the  Remingtons  to  this  Government  and  the  prices  which 
they  had  charged  to  France.  There  was  an  official  list  of  arms  gent 
over  by  M.  Bellonnet  some  time  either  late  last  year  or  early  this,  which, 
upon  comparison,  agreed  in  every  instance.  I  should  say  that  I  think 
M.  de  Ghambrun,  in  this  connection,  is  mistaken  in  saying  there  was  a 
list  of  sales  on  the  first  trial.  I  do  not  think  there  was  anything  of  the 
kind. 

Q.  Were  there  any  charges  on  account  of  which  Mr.  Remington's  ac- 
counts were  suspended  when  you  were  there! — A.  There  have  never 
been  any  charges,  but  simply  these  arguments  or  suspicions;  for  instance, 
with  regard  to  the  million  and  a  half  that  has  been  mentioned  here, 
which  it  is  stated  the  French  government  lost  through  the  agency  of 
the  Remingtons.  I  do  not  think  the  Marquis  de  Ghambrun  intended  to 
charge  any  fraud  on  them  in  that  regard.  I  know  very  well  M.  Bel- 
lonnet's  dispatch  that  bears  on  that,  which  was  sent  over,  I  think,  hist 
August,  in  w  Inch  he  argues  that  had  this  and  that  happened,  and  had 
such  a  person  had  charge  of  the  affair,  and  a  variety  of  other  si)ecnla- 
tions,  he  thinks  the  French  government  would  have  got  their  anns 
cheaper.  He  does  not  charge  any  fraud.  Tbefe  is  no  fraud  chargKl 
there;  but  on  acconnt  of  these  different  things,  in  the  interest  i-eally  of 
Place,  as  I  take  it,  there  has  been  a  moving  along  slowly  thei*e,  waiting 
to  see  if  something  would  not  come  out. 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  supposed  then  Mr.  Remington  s 
accounts  were  suspended  on  the  ground  of  some  suspicions! — A.  I  can- 
not even  say  that,  because  advices  I  have  had  from  there  for  the  last 
two  months  have  been  uniformly  to  the  effect  that  the  president  and 
the  secretary  of  the  parliamentiiry  commission  have  expressed  them- 
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selves  entirely  satisfied  that  the  accounts  were  correct,  that  they  had 
been  thoroughly  investigated,  and  that  everything  was  all  right,  and 
there  seems  to  be  no  reason  given  for  the  delay. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why,  then,  the  accounts  were  suspended  before  this 
investigation  commenced  here! — A.  I  cannot  say  anything  more  than  I 
have  said  on  that  subject.  I  wish  to  be  understood,  I  do  not  think  that 
if  any  one  were  to  ask  there  to-day,  there  could  be  any  reason  given  in 
the  world  for  any  delay  in  the  settlement  of  the  accounts,  for  all  the 
parties  there  expressed  themselves  as  abundantly  satisfied  of  their  cor- 
rectness. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  these  pai)er8  and  letters  and  the  report  of  the  Ordnance 
Bureau  used  in  the  last  trial  of  Place! — A.  I  do  not  so  understand  it. 
I  should  say  no.  I  think  I  might  state,  further,  that  I  do  not  think 
those  papers  were  translated,  or,  raither,  were  not  printed,  until  after 
the  close  of  the  evidence  in  that  trial.  There  was  a  week  interven- 
ing, I  may  say  nearly  two  weeks,  between  the  close  of  the  evidence 
and  the  judgment.  The  interrogation  of  the  accused  took  three  days, 
and  then  there  was  an  adjournmertt  for  a  week  for  the  argument  of  the 
counsel,  and  then  there  was  another  adjournment  of  near  a  week  for 
the  judges  to  make  their  decision.  I  do  not  think  they  were  printed  or 
even  translated  until  after  the  evidence  was  all  in. 

Q.  I  put  into  your  hands  the  other  day  a  paper  which  Senator  Sumner 
gave  to  me,  Le  Droit  Journal  de  Tribunattx.  Did  or  did  not  that  paper 
purport  to  give  a  list  of  all  the  papers  used  in  the  trial ! — A.  So  I  un- 
derstaild. 

Q.  Did  you  not  in  my  presence  run  over  it  f — A.  I  think  I  did ;  I  do 
not  know  how  critically. 

Q.  Were  these  papers  named  in  the  list  of  papers  f — A.  No.  1  am 
Bare  of  thttt. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Was  that  the  record  of  the  second  trial  1 — A.  I  will  state  that  the 
first  day  of  the  trial  was  occupied  by  the  reading  of  the  proceedings  ot 
the  first  trial,  and  by  the  putting  in  of  the  documentary  evidence,  and  I 
presume  this  paper  contains  a  list  of  all  the  documents. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Being  cognizant  of  the  manner  and  purpose  for  which  these  papers 
were  gotten  up,  would  you  not  remember  if  they  were  put  in  the  case  ? — 
A.  I  think  I  should,  unquestionably.  I  was  surprised  when  I  saw  the 
charge  made  that  they  had  been. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Has  the  charge  been  made  that  they  were  put  in  the  trial  f — A.  I 
understand  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  says  that  substantially.  An- 
other thing  that  he  says,  which  is  entirely  erroneous,  you  will  observe 
by  referring  to  the  papers  themselves,  is  that  they  were  gotten  for  the 
specific  object  of  enabling  Mr.  Eemingtou  to  settle  his  accounts,  and 
bore  internal  evidence  of  that.    1  say  that  is  not  so. 

Q.  Among  whom  were  the  pamphlets  containing  that  correspondence 
distributed  ? — A.  There  was  a  copy  addressed  to  each  member  of  the 
commission  on  war  contracts,  and  1  think  that  there  was  a  member  ot 
the  press  there,  a  gentleman  known  to  Mr.  Kemington,  who  requested, 
and  it  was  some  days  before  Mr.  Kemington  would  consent,  that  he 
should  distribute  a  copy  to  each  of  several  journals.  I  do  not  know 
how  many.  There  was  no  niggardliness  about  that.  Anybody  that 
came  in  there  and  wanted  one  could  get  one. 
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Q.  Were  any  distributed  among  the  members  of  the  govemmentf^ 
A.  I  do  not  think  there  were.    I  should  think  not. 

Q.  Were  there  any  distributed  among  the  members  of  the  court  t^ 
A.  I  do  not  think  there  were. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  there  were  not! — A.  I  can  only  say  what  I  have 
already  stated  that  I  do  not  think  they  wei^  printed  at  that  time. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  You  think  they  were  not  distributed  until  after  they  were  printed! 
— ^A.  I  am  pretty  sure  of  it. 

By  Mr.  SOHURZ  : 

Q.  How  long  did  that  trial  last? — A.  It  commenced  on  Wednesday 
the  10th  of  January,  and  judgment  was  rendered  on  the  25th  of  January. 

Q.  It  lasted  about  a  fortnight  T — Yes.  The  first  day  was  taken  up  by 
the  reading  of  the  proceedings  on  the  first  trial  and  the  putting  in  ot 
documentary  evidence.  That  was  Wednesday.  Thursday,  Friday,  and 
Saturday  were  devoted  to  the  interrogation  of  the  accused.  They  then 
adjourned  until  the  following  Wednesday  or  Thursday,  I  am  nut  sure 
which,  and  the  procureur  general  summed  up  the  case  in  behalf  of  the 
government.  It  took  him  all  day  until  about  four  o^clock.  The  attor- 
ney for  Place  commenced  his  argument  that  evening,  and  finished  it 
the  next  day.  The  court  then  adjourned  until  the  following  Thm^y, 
the  25th  of  January,  when  they  rendered  their  judgment. 

Q.  In  what  way  were  the  affidavits  procured  by  Mr.  Eemington  here 
bearing  upon  the  trial  of  Place  used  I — ^A.  They  were  translated  and  put 
in  evidence  there. 

Q.  Affidavits  procured  by  Mr.  Eemington  and  put  in  evidence !— A. 
There  were  others,  but  some  of  these.  You  understand  there  was  ooly 
one  single  charge  that  Mr.  Remington  had  anything  whatever  to  do 
with.  There  was  an  arrangement  of  25  cents  per  arm  and  per  thou- 
sand cartridges,  which  had  been  made  between  M.  Ghauviteaux,  asageut 
of  France,  and  Colonel  Squire,  in  New  York,  and  it  was  disapprove  of 
immediately  by  the  French  government  and  by  Mr.  Eemington.  In 
order  to  vindicate  the  action  of  Mr.  Squire,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Bern- 
iugton,  he  made  a  deposition,  in  the  fall  of  1870,  which  was  intended  to 
be  used  simply  before  the  commission  of  armament  for  bis  vindication. 
There  were  other  frauds  discovered  at  the  time  on  the  part  of  Place,  and 
in  this  manner  Mr.  Eemington  was  dragged  into  the  controver8y 
through  this  matter  of  the  25  cents.  That  was  the  only  charge  he  had 
anything  to  do  with. 

Q.  So  I  understand  you  to  say  that  Mr.  Eemington  procured  affida- 
vits here  at  the  suggestion  of  somebody  in  France,  which  were'  put  in 
evidence  at  the  Place  trial  t — A.  He  did  unwillingly,  but  be  could  not 
very  well  avoid  consenting  to  do  it. 

By  the  Ghaibi^ian  : 

Q.  Have  you  the  letter  of  Mr.  Eemington,  printed  in  the  Tribune 
of  the  29th  of  March,  I  think  f— A.  I  had  it.    I  have  read  it 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Is  it  correctly  printed  in  the  Tribune  f — A.  I  have  not  seen  the 
original,  but  I  can  say  that  many  of  the  facts  stated  in  that  letter  are 
within  my  personal  knowledge,  and  those  that  are  not  have  come  to  me 
in  a  variety  of  ways;  so  that  I  can  say  the  statement  is  entirely  reliable 
and  correct. 

The  Chairman.  It  will  be  put  in  hereafter. 


.^if. 
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;^<  .  Washinoton,  April  11, 1872. 

Edmund  6.  Bead  sworn  and  examined. 

The  Chairman.  I  believe  you  are  called  at  the  suggestion  of  General 
Schnrz  ? 

The  Witness.  If  you  will  permit  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  simply 
state  that  I  can  say  nothing  that  you  would  require  my  evidence  about 
except  as  to  the  interviews  between  Mr.  Peck  and  Mr.  Chambrun,whom 
1  brought  together.  Their  testimony  coincides  so  nearly  as  to  the  facts, 
there  is  so  little  difference  between  them,  that  it  is  hardly  necessary  for 
me  to  testify  at  all. 

Question.'  (By  the  Chairman.)  You  recollect,  then,  the  conversation 
about  as  they  testify  to  it  f — Answer.  Yes,  sir ;  so  far  as  I  have  read 
their  testimony  in  the  papers,  I  see  no  material  difference. 

Q.  Where  do  you  reside  f — ^A.  I  was  educated  in  the  Navy ;  served 
in  the  United  States  Navy  before  the  war ;  was  in  the  confederate  or 
rebel  navy  during  the  war ;  since  then  I  have  been  mostly  in  foreign 
countries  in  connection  with  arms  and  armories,  particularly  some  in- 
ventions of  my  own. 

Q.  Where  is  your  present  place  of  residence  t — A.  New  York  City. 

Q.  Now  go  on  and  tell  the  conversation. — A.  I  had  some  informa- 
tion in  regard  to  arms  or  different  transactions  as  to  the  sales  of  arms 
daring  the  French-German  war.  I  had  heard  statements  made  against 
Mr.  Symington,  some  of  which  I  believed.  I  met  Mr.  Peck  some  months 
ago,  1  think  in  December,  and  in  a  conversation  I  stated  what  I  heard 
and  believed,  which  he  denied  very  warmly;  so  much  so,  that  having 
the  confidence  in  him  I  had,  I  was  inclined  to  change  my  opinion. 
Knowing  that. Mr.  Cbambrun  had  great  knowledge  of  the  question  on 
the  French  side,  and  that  he  had  had  some  connection  with  it,  I  advised 
Mr.  Peck  to  meet  Mr.  Chambruu,  pledging  him  that  Mr.  Chambrnn 
would  do  him  justice.  Mr.  Peck  had  stated,  as  well  as  I  remember,  that 
they  could  hardly  get  justice  from  the  French  side;  I  advised  him  to 
meet  Mr.  Cbambrun,  state  his  case  frankly,  and  have  a  perfect  under- 
standing. Mr.  Peck  pledged  himself  to  give  ail  and  any  information, 
and  said  that  was  all  Mr.  Remington  required.  I  told  him  that  I  was 
certain  Mr.  Chambruu  would  act  properly,  and  I  would  seek  Mr.  Cbam- 
brun to  see  if  I  could  bring  about  an  interview,  which  I  did.  This  in- 
terview took  place,  I  think,  on  the  6th  of  January,  at  No.  17  Warren 
street;  it  was  perfectly  satisfactory  to  both  as  far  as  they  went,  but  Mr. 
Bellonnet,  chargS  Waffaires^  (the  name  of  Mr.  Bellonnet  was  not  in,  and 
I  have  subsequently  found  out  he  was  present,)  objected  to  proceedingany 
further.  Since  then  I  have  had  very  little  to  say  to  either  one., There  are 
two  questions  that  have  been  brought  up  in  the  evidence  upon  which  Mr. 
Peck  and  Mr.  Cbambrun  disagreed.  Mr.  Cbambrun  stsited,  I  think, 
once,  that  Mr.  Peck  had  promised  to  present  the  books  of  Remington  & 
Sons,  and  everything  of  that  kind,  to  him,  for  inspection.  Perhaps  I 
am  at  fault  for  that,  because  when  Mr.  Peck  sent  me  to  him,  Mr.  Cham- 
bruu brought  that  in.  It  never  occurred  to  me  until  afterward,  until 
after  the  testimony  came  out,  that  when  I  told  him  Peck  would  give 
every  information,  it  included  everything.  Then  1  drew  up  the  draught 
which  I  presented  to  Mr!  Peck.  That  draught  covered  everything.  That 
is,  there  was  nothing  to  be  kept  back.  The  word  "  books"  was  not  men- 
tioned; therefore  Mr.  Peck  was  a  little  displeased  at  it,  and  thought  it 
^oug.  Then  about  the  $10,000  question.  Mr.  Peck  stated,  I  think,  that 
Mr.  liemiugton  had  authorized  him  to  spend,  or  said  that  he  was  willing 
to  expend,  $10,000  in  matters  that  involved  this  difficulty,  to  bring  the 
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truth  out ;  not  to  buy  testimony,  in  any  respect.  I  think  Mr.  Cham< 
brun  stated  that  fairly,  so  far  as  I  have  read  the  papers.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  serious  discrepancy  ;  so  that  there  is  nothing  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  the  committee,  that  I  know  of,  to  testify  to. 

By  Mr.  ScHUEZ : 

Q.  Did  you  have  anything  further  to  do  with  the  sales  of  arms  during 
that  period  yourself! — A.  No;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  abstiluti* 
sale  of  arms.  I  tried,  of  course,  to  make  as  many  sales  as  1  could ;  bat 
failed  in  all. 

Q.  Were  3"ou  connected  in  business  with  any  of  the  parties  con- 
cerned ? — A.  Directly,  no. 

Q.  Did  you  act  as  agent  for  any  of  them  f — A.  No,  sir.  I  have  frone 
to  parties  and  said,  "  Here  is  a  probability  of  selling  arms,  if  you  will 
give  me  such  a  profit."  No  more  than  that.  I  was  never  connect<Hi 
with  any  house  a«  agent.  The  orders  I  expected  to  get  were  simply 
from  foreign  countries  where  I  had  been  aoquainted. 

Q.  Were  you  requested  by  parties  in  foreign  countries  to  buy  arms  if 
you  could,  or  something  to  that  effect? — A.  No;  I  cannot  say  that. 
Previous  to  this,  on  my  acquaintance  in  foreign  countries,  I  bad  at- 
tempted to  get  arms. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  recent  interviews  with  the  marquis  ? — A.  >'o, 
sir ;  I  have  not  seen  the  Marqnis  de  Chambrun  lately.  The  last  time  I 
saw  him  was  when  he  came  to  New  York  City,  some  time  in  January. 

Q.  Have  you  had  no  intercourse  with  him! — A.  None  whatever. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Was  that  when  this  transaction  took  place  t — A.  No ;  the  6th  of 
January  it  took  {)lace,  and  closed,  as  far  as  I  was  concerned.  Subse- 
quently he  came  to  me  and  asked  me  some  questions,  and  on  the  siime 
day  he  saw  Mr.  Peck  ;  I  do  not  know  the  date,  but  it  was  on  Sumlar. 
He  introduced  the  late  French  consul  to  me,  and  also  asked  me  Mr. 
Peck's  address,  to  call  on  him — something  about  testimony  that  had  beeu 
given  abroad. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  When  was  that! — A.  Some  time  in  January,  on  a  Sunday.  I  do 
not  remember  the  date ;  perhaps  the  last  Sunday  in  January.  I  called 
on  him  once  afterward  when  he  was  in  New  York.  I  was  anxious  to 
see  him  on  some  private  business;  but  he  was  not  in,  and  I  did  not  call 
on  him  a^in,  because  I  did  not  wish  to  press  it;  it  was  a  i>erfloual  n^- 
quest.  He  was  in  New  York  last  week — I  think  on  Monday  ui^bi. 
W^hen  I  went  to  my  hotel  I  received  his  card.  On  Tuesday  eveninir.  al- 
thongh  I  was  very  unwell,  I  went  around  to  the  hotel  he  usually  8topi>ed 
at,  to  return  the  call,  thinking  perhaps  he  might  wish  to  speak  to  me, 
but  he  was  not  in.  This  morning  I  sent  to  his  house  to  see  him.  but  be 
was  not  in. 

W.  C.  Squtbe.  May  I  say  one  word  in  regard  to  the  $10,0001  I  see 
an  article  in  the  Tribune  referring  to  a  matter  of  $10,000,  rs  though 
such  an  amount,  had  been  placed  in  Mr.  Peck's  hands.  I  simply  siiy  uo 
such  fund,  no  amount,  w^as  placed  in  anybody's  hands.  Mr.  Peck  hu> 
had  to  defray  the  whole  expenses  connected  with  notarial  fees,  which 
Lave  been  paid  by  him  from  time  to  time  as  due. 
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Washington,  April  15, 1872. 

The  chairman  presented  the  following  communication  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  State ; 

Department  of  State, 

Washingtonj  April  13, 1872. 

Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose,  for  your  information,  a  copy  of  a  . 
dispatch  of  the  28th  ultimo,  and  of  the  note  of  the  same  date  which 
accompanied  it,  just  received  from  the  legation  of  the  United  States  at 
Paris,  relating  to  the  alleged  telegraphic  statement  that  the  National 
Assembly  had  parsed  a  resolution  asking  information  from  the  United 
States  as  to  the  connection  of  American  officials  with  the  sale  of  arms. 

1  inclose,  also,  the  newspapers  which  accompanied  the  dispatch,  and 
which  I  will  thank  you  to  return  when  your  committee  shall  have  done 
with  them. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

HAMILTON  FISH. 

The  Honorable  Hannibal  Hamlin, 

Chairman  of  tfie  (Jommittee  on  Investigation 

of  the  ISale  of  Arm8j  <fcc.,  Senate. 

[Inclosures.] 

Mr.  Wasbburne  to  Mr.  Fish,  No.  622,  March  28,  1872. 
Mr.  Moreau  to  Mr.  Bemington,  March  28,  1872. 
La  Putrie,  9th,  10th,  11th,  and  12th  February,  1872, 
No.  622,  Mr.  E.  B.  Washburne  to  Department  of  State,  Paris,  March 
28, 1872. 

Subject :  The  sale  of  arms. 

Analysis :  Transmits  a  letter  of  Mr.  Moreau  to  Mr.  Bemington,  with 
copies  of  the  Fatrie. 


Legation  of  the  United  States,  Paris, 

March  28,  1872. 

Sib  :  I  beg  to  send  you  herewith  a  letter  addressed  by  Mr.  Moreau  to 
Mr.  Bemington,  in  regard  to  the  dispatch  coutaiuing  the  stiitement  said 
to  be  derived  from  the  Fatrie.  I  also  send  the  four  numbers  of  that 
paper  referred  to  in  Mr.  Moreau's  letter.  Mr.  Moreau,  who  is  a  lawyer 
of  character  and  ability,  and  who  has  examined  into  this  business,  thinks 
this  fabrication  had  its  origin  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic,  and  not 
iu  Paris. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

E.  B.  WASHBUBNB. 

Hon.  Hamilton  Fish, 

Secretary  of  State. 


Paris,  March  28, 1872. 

Dear  Sir  :  Since  our  conversation  of  yesterday  I  have  been  at  the 
oflfice  of  the  Fatrie  to  make  inquiries  in  regard  to  the  statement 
alleged  to  have  been  published  in  that  paper,  to  the  eft'ect  that  the 
National  Assembly  had  passed  a  resolution  asking  information  from  the 
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United  States  as  to  the  connection  of  American  officials  with  the  sal 
of  arms. 

I  inquired  of  the  editor  of  the  .paper  in  regard  to  this  matter,  and  he 
told  me  he  had  no  knowledge  of  it  whatever,  though  it  was  possible  that 
something  of  the  kind  might  have  got  into  his  paper.  I  then  exaininfd 
the  files  of  the  paper,  generally,  for  one  month,  namely,  from  the  25th 
of  January  to  the  25th  of  February,  1872.  I  then  examined  partienlarly 
the  numbers  for  the  9th,  10th,  llth,  and  12th  of  February,  and  I  can 
state  positively  that  there  is  nothing  of  the  kind  in  these  four  uuiubers, 
which  I  send  to  you  to  be  made  use  of  if  necessary. 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

HENKY  MOKEAU, 

Advocate. 
Mr.  Samuel  Remington, 

Paris. 


[Cable  telegram,  March  18, 1872.] 

Washington,  March,  18, 1872. 

Washburne,  Minister j  Paris : 

By  request  of  a  committee  of  the  Senate,  you  will  investigate  and 
ascertain  whether  any  committee  of  the  French  National  Assembly  has 
adopted  any  resolution  asking  this  Government  to  furnish  the  resnlt  of 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  American  officials  suspected  of  participating 
in  the  purchase  of  arms  for  the  French  government  during  thewarwith 
Germany.  You  will  report  by  telegraph,  as  soon  as  you  can,  whether 
any  resolution  of  the  kind  was  ever  introduced  or  adopted  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

FISH,  Secretary. 


[Atlantic  cable  message.] 

The  Western  Union  Telegkaph  Company, 
Received  at  Washington^  2>.  C,  March  19, 1872,  6.18  p. «. 

To  Fish,  Washington : 

Count  Remusat  replies,  oflBcially,  no  resolution  of  the  kind  ever 
passed  by  National  Assembly,  or  by  commission  purchases.    He  wrote 

a  week  ago  French  chargi  so  to  inform  you. 

WASHBURXE. 


The  chairman  presented  the  following  letter  and   invoices  from 
Captain  E.  Barrett,  of  the  Brooklyn  navy-yard : 


"  United  States  Navy-Yard,  New  York, 

*'  April  13, 1872. 


"Sib:  I  respectfully  state  that,  in  my  letter  of  the  llth  instant, I 
forgot  to  mention  that  the  tug  and  lighter  employed  in  delivering  tbe 
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arms  alongside  of  the  French  steamer  were  Gt)veruinent  property  and 
belonged  to  the  department  of  ^ yards  and  docks'  and  ^ordnance.' 
"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

»« E.  BAKRETT, 
^'  Captain^  United  States  Navy. 
"  Senator  H.  Hamlin, 

"  Chairman  of  the  Senate  Arms  Investigation  Committee^ 

"  Washington^  D.  C." 

(The  papers  referred  are  marked  Exhibit  TSo.  20.) 


Exhibit  No.  20. 

Invoice  of  articles  furnished  by  Captain  J.  M.  B,  Clitz.  United  States  Navy^ 
inspector  of  ordnance^  navy-yard^  New  Torky  to  Mr.  W.  C,  Squire^  of 
New  York. 

Appropriation:   "Ordnance;"  for  the  inspector  of  ordnance,  navy- 
yard,  New  York. 

119  Spencer  rifles,  with  saber  bayonets,  $43 $5,117  00 

5G5  Springfield  rifles,  muskets,  calber  .58,  $15  66 8,847  90 

31  packing-boxes 

26,000  ball-cartridges  for  rifle  muskets,  caliber  .58,  $16  25..        422  50 

52  laboratory  boxes,  $1  80 93  60 

1,468  ball-cartridges  for  Spencer  rifles,  caliber  .56^  $30. . .  44  04 

1  laboratory  box,  $1  80 1  80 

1  rough  box . 

150,000  percussion  caps.  Navy,  $3  25 487  50 

300  tin  boxes  for  cai)s,  20  cents 60  00 

17  laboratory  boxes,  $1  80 30  60 

16  rough  boxes 

Total 15,104  94 

E.  BARRETT, 
Commander  and  Assistant  Inspector  of  Ordnance. 

United  States  Navy- Yard, 

New  Yorky  October  17,  1870. 

Ordnance  Office,  Navy- lard.  New  York. 

I  certify  that   the  above  arms  and  ammunition  are  in  good  and 
serviceable  condition. 

E.  T.  WOODWARD, 
Lieutenant  Commander^  United  States  Army. 

Received  the  above. 

AUSTIN,  BALDW^IN  &  CO. 

A  correct  copy  of  the  original : 

E.  BARRETT, 
Captain^  United  States  Navy. 
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Invoice  of  articles  furnished  by  Commander  E,  Barrett^   TJniteH  Stnie$ 
Nacy,  inspector  of  ordnance^  to  Major  8.  Crispin^  United  States  Army. 

Appropriation:  ordnance;  for  the  inspector  of  ordnance,  New  YorL 

219  Spencer  rifles #9,417  (W 

122  Spencer  rifles  wiper-rods 

122  Spencer  rifles  wiper-bristles 

26  Spencer  rifles  bayonets  and  scabbards 143  w) 

16  Spencer  rifles  packing-boxes,  rough 27  JO 

1, 920  Spencer  rifles  cartridges,  in 57  W 

2  boxes 3  ea 

9,  (US  50 


United  States  Navy-Yard,  New  Yore, 

January  17, 187L 

Received  the  above. 

E.  BARRETT, 
Commander  and  Inspector  of  Ordnance. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  United  States  Anny^  Major  of  Ordnanit, 

A  correct  copy  of  the  original : 

E.  BARRETT, 
Captain^  United  States  JVary. 


Form  No.  10. 

(Copy.) 

Invoice  of  articles  furnished  by  Captain  I.  M,  B.  ClitZy  United  StatefSffrn* 
imtjyector  of  ordnancCy  navyyardy  Xew  Yorkj  to  Mr.  W.  C.  Squire^  Jttf 
York. 

Appropriation  :  naval  ordnance ;  for  the  inspector  of  ordnance,  uavy. 
yard,  New  York. 

579  Spencer  rifles,  caliber  .52,  at  $20 $11,580  W 

1, 384  army  mnskets,  caliber  .58,  at  $6 8,  .m  W> 

37, 466  ball  cartridges  for  Spencer  rifle,  at  $16 oW  4o 

661, 444  ball-cartridges  for  Springfield  rifle,  at  $10    6, 614  44 

223, 1«0  buckshot  cartridges  for  Springfield  rifle,  at  $10 2,231  J?"^ 

150, 000  caps  per  musket 

300  tin  boxes 

1,821  laboratory  boxes. 

193  rough  boxes 

Total , 29,329  «• 


Paymaster's  Office,  Natt-Yard,  New  York, 

October  17, 1870, 

I  certify  that  I  have  received  from  Messrs  Austin,  Baldwin  &  ^'a 
the  sum  of  twenty-nine  thousand  three  hundred  and  twenty-niue  dollar^ 
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and  sixty-Dine  cents,  ($29,329  69,)  being  payment  in  full  of  the  above 
bill,  to  be  dei)osited  by  me  in  the  United  States  Treasury  to  the  credit 
of  appropriation  '*  naval  ordnance." 

JOHI^  S.  CUNNINGHAM, 
$29,329  69  FaymoHter^  United  /States  Navy. 

United  States  Navy- Yard,  New  York, 

October  17, 1870. 

Received  the  above. 

E.  BARRETT, 
Vommandei'  and  Assistant  Inspector  of  Ordnance. 

AUSTIN,  BALDWIN  &  CO. 

A  correct  copy  of  the  original : 

E.  BARRETT, 
Captainy  United  States  Navy. 


Commandant's  Office,  Navy  Yard,  New  York, 

January  16,  1871. 

Sir:  You  will  be  pleased  to  forward  this  day  to  Colonel  S.  Crispin, 
United  States  Army,  corner  Houston  and  Greene  streets,  New  York,  the 
Silencer  rifles  and  ammunition  referred  to  in  commandant's  letter  of  the 
7tli  instant. 

Respectfully, 

M.  SMITH, 

Commandant. 
Commander  Edward  Barrett,  XT.  S.  N., 

Inspector  of  Ordnance. 

New  York,  April  11, 1872. 

A  correct  copy  of  the  originaL 

E.  BARRETT. 

Captain^  U.  8.  N. 


Commandant's  Office,  Navy- Yard,  New  York, 

Januai'y  7,  1871. 

Sir:  You  will  be  pleased  to  deliver  to  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  United 
States  Army,  at  such  point  as  he  ma}'  designate,  all  the  Spencer  rides 
and  ammunition  on  hand  in  your  department. 
Respectfully, 

M.  SMITH, 

Commandant. 
Commander  E.  Barrett, 

Inspector  of  Ordnance^ 

New  York.  April  11, 1872. 


A  correct  copy  of  the  originaL 


E.  BARRETT, 

Captain^  U.  8.  Navy. 
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Commandant's  Office,  Navy-Yabd, 

New  York,  October  10, 1870. 

Sir  :  You  are  informed  tbat  the  Bureau  has  directed  the  following 
arms  and  ammunition  to  be  sent  to  this  yard,  by  express,  immediately, 
viz: 

From  the  Portsmouth  navy -yard,  11  Spencer  rifles  with  cartridges; 
also  all  the  cartridges  for  rifle-muskets,  caliber  .58,  on  hand  there. 

From  the  Boston  navy-yard,  46  Spencer  rifles,  and  166  rifle-musketfs 
caliber  .58,  with  all  the  cartridges  for  each  of  these  arms  on  hand  there. 

From  the  Philadelphia  navy -yard,  all  the  Spencer  rifle  cartridges  and 
all  the  rifle-musket  cartridges,  caliber  .58,  on  hand  there. 

From  the  Norfolk  navy  yard,  40  rifle-muskets,  caliber  .58,  with  all  the 
cartridges  for  them  on  hand  there. 

From  the  Washington  navy -yard,  390  Spencer  rifles  and  390  riflemns- 
kets,  caliber  .58,  with  all  the  cartridges  for  each  of  these  arms  on  hand 
there. 

These  arms  and  ammunition  have  been  purchased  by  W.C.  Squire,  of 
the  firm  of  £.  Eemington  &  Sous,  at  the  following  rates : 

$20  each  for  the  Spencer  rifles. 

6  each  tor  the  rifle- muskets,  caliber  .58. 
16  per  thousand  for  the  Spencer  rifle  cartridge. 
10  per  thousand  for  the  rifle-musket  cartridges,  caliber  ,5S,  incladiog 
percussion  caps. 

You  will  add  to  the  above  arms  and  ammunition  119  Spencer  rides 
and  508  rifle-muskets,  caliber  .58,  with  all  the  cartridges  for  each  of  tfae^ie 
arms  that  you  have  on  hand,  and  150,000  percussiou  caps,  Navy  bail- 
cartridges,  and  not  blanJcj  are  to  go  with  the  rifle-muskets,  caliber  ^'^ 
and  if  any  blank  cartridges  are  sent  from  the  other  yards  they  are  to  be 
left  out  from  the  sale. 

The  boxes  containing  these  stores,  together  with  those  packed  by  yoa, 

are  to  be  marked  thus :  <^K>  care  of  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co,  and  when 

Mr.  Squire  shall  have  deposited  the  full  amount  of  the  sale,  as  indicated 
by  the  numbers  and  quantities  given  in  the  invoices,  you  will  cause  the 
packages  to  be  delivered  to  Messrs.  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  or  elsewhere. 
as  map  be  directed  by  Mr.  Squire.  A  certificate  of  inspection,  or  that 
the  articles  are  of  good  quality,  together  with  the  invoices,  are  to  lie 
forwarded  by  mail  to  Mr.  W.  C.  Squire,  box  3994,  P.  O.,  New  York, and 
a  copy  of  the  invoices  to  Messrs.  £.  Bemington  &  Sons,  Iliou,  New 
York. 

This  business  will  be  attended  to  without  delay,  and  packages  de- 
livered as  above  by  next  Thursday  evening,  or  Friday  morning,  14th 
instant,  early.    You  will  inform  me  of  any  delay. 

The  proceeds  from  this  sale  are  to  be  deposited  in  the  Treasary  to 
the  credit  of  appropriation  "  Navy  Ordnance." 

Respectfully,  S.  W.  GODON, 

Commandant, 

Captain  J.  M.  B.  Clitz,  U.  S.  N., 

Inspector  of  Ordnance* 

A  correct  copy  of  the  original, 

E.  BARRETT, 
New  York,  April  11, 1872.  Captain  U.  &  N. 


The  chairman  presented  the  following  letter  frt>m  J,  W.  Simonton, 
general  agent  of  the  associated  press : 
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"  Associated  Press,  General  Agency, 
"  149  Broadway,  Neio  York,  ApHl  11, 1872. 

"  Dear  Sir  :  Inclosed  please  find  extract  from  the  Havas  correspond- 
enco  of  February  9,  which  was  our  London  agent's  authority  for  his 
cable  dispatch  of  the  same  date. 

"  I  attach  also  on  the  margin  the  translation  of  the  same  item,  as  pub- 
lished in  London  journals. 
"  Very  respectfully, 

"J.  W.  SIMONTON, 

"  General  Agent 
"  Hon.  Hannibal  Hamlin," 


Extract  from  the  Havas  correspondence  of  the  9th  of  February, 
evening : 

**0n  assure  que  la  commission  des  marches  est  entrde  en  communica- 
tion avec  le  gouvernement  de  Washington  afin  de  connaitre  le  resultat 
de  Peuquete  prescrite  par  lui  touchant  les  actes  de  certains  fonction- 
naires  americaius  soup9oun^s  d'etre  compromis  dans  les  acquisitions 
faites  par  la  France  pendant  le  cours  de  la  deruiere  guerre.'' 

[Translation.  ] 

"The  committee  on  war  contracts  has  asked  the  Government  at  Wash- 
ington to  communicate  the  result  of  the  inquiry  into  the  acts  of  Ameri- 
can functionaries  suspected  of  being  concerned  in  the  purchase  of  arms 
for  France  during  the  war." 


Washington,  April  15, 1872. 
Ada  H.  Mason  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  A  gentleman  of  the  name  of  Peck,  and  another  gentleman 
of  the  name  of  Wiard,  have  testified  before  this  committee  that  they  had 
interviews  with  you  in  relation  to  the  purchase  of  arms  at  a  certain 
time.  Mr.  Peck  says  his  interviews  were  in  Washington  and  at  the 
Hoff*man  House  in  New  York ;  Mr.  Wiard's  interview,  I  think,  was  in 
Xew  York  only.  Kow,  will  you  give  to  the  committee  what  knowledge 
you  have  in  relation  to  those  interviews,  if  you  recollect  them  ! — An- 
swer. If  you  will  allow  me  I  will  read  you  all  the  details  that  I  remem- 
ber. I  have  written  it  for  the  purpose  of  being  as  concise  as  possible. 
Afterward  you  can  ask  me  any  questions  you  desire.  I  am  at  your  dis- 
posal. 

The  Ghaibman.  Very  well. 

The  Witness  then  read  the  following  statement : 

In  the  fall  of  1871  an  acquaintance  wrote  me  from  New  Yorh 
that  they  knew  a  way  IJ  could  make  some  money,  as  some  parties 
wished  to  buy  arms  from  the  Ordnance  Department,  and  if  I  could 
make  the  purchase  it  would  pay  me  handsomely.  I  answered,  "I 
could  but  try."  They  then  sent  me  a  list  of  the  ordnance  they 
wanted — batteries,  Enflelds,  Springfields,  ammunition,  &c.,  to  the 
amount  of  $100,000  to  $200,000  or  more.  I  went  to  the  Ordnance 
Department  and  saw  the  officer  on  duty.    General  Dyer  wa«  absent 

39  s  A 
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This  geutletuaii  told  me  the  terms  the  arms  were  selling  for,  and 
he  saw  no  difficulty  in  the  way  of  a  lady  purchasing  anus  if  she 
was  able  to  buy.  Upon  General  Dyer-s  return  I  Ugain  presented 
myself  at  the  Department  with  a  letter  of  introduction.  General  Dyer 
gave  me  the  same  information  the  office  had  done.  He  added  that  the 
Government  required  a  certain  per  cent,  in  advance— a  margin  of  23 
per  cent. — on  all  purchases  before  the  guns  could  be  delivered,  to  secure 
themselves  against  losses.  Moreover,  he  could  not  give  me  the  refosal 
of  the  arms,  as  he  had  to  protect  himself  against  street  specQlator». 
This  I  wrote  to  New  York.  Thereupon  Mr.  Peck  presented  himself  at  my 
house  with  a  letter  of  introduction,  "  as  the  party  who  wished  to  get  the 
arms."  He  told  me  he  represented  Mr.  Norman  Wiard,  who,  being  an 
enemy  ot  General  Dyer,  could  not  be  known  in  the  matter ;  and  he, 
Wiard,  was  buying  for  Mackenzie,  agent  of  the  French  steamers; 
and  he  (Mackenzie)  bought  for  Gambetta.  I  cannot  recall  how 
many  interviews  I  had  with  this  gentleman.  He  gave  me  this 
information  in  a  few  minutes,  as  I  had  to  excuse  myself  to 
him  as  I  was  going  to  drive  out  with  some  friends  who  were  then  wait- 
ing for  me.  I  had  no  information  to  give  him  outside  of  that  which  I 
had  written  to  New  York.  On  my  last  interview  with  General  Dyer 
he  told  me  the  matter  was  transferred  to  Colonel  Crispin.  Mr.  Wiard 
telegraphed  to  Mr.  Peck  to  get  me  to  come  to  New  York,  and  1  went  on 
there,  staying  at  the  Hoffman  House,  the  hotel  I  have  always  gone  to 
in  New  York,  as  far  back  as  the  1st  of  Ajml,  18C5.  I  saw  Mr.  Wianl 
for  a  few  minutes  once  or  twice  in  the  drawing  room  of  the  hotel.  1 
told  him  the  money  rejjuired  by  the  Department  must  be  put  up  or  1 
could  not  negotiate  the  sale,  and  I  must  have  a  written  authority  from 
Mr.  Mackenzie,  and  if  1  could  get  the  arms  the  money  would  have  to 
be  put  up.    Mr.  Peck  brought  me  the  authority  from  Mr.  Mackenzie-. 

I  saw  Colonel  Crispin,  and  he,  too,  reiterated  what  General  Dyer  had 
said.  I  saw  it  was  im])ossible  for  me  to  accomplish  anything  in  New 
York,  and  returned  to  Washington.  All  the  influence  I  had  with  Gen- 
eral Dyer  was  the  faith  I  had  in  my  owu  capacity  to  accomplish  the 
same  that  others  had  done.  I  have  made  money  in  legitimate  specula- 
tions, and  1  did  not  see  why  I  could  not  in  the  speculation  of  buyin;: 
arms. 

General  D^^er  treated  me  the  same  as  he  would  have  done  any  other 
trader  who  came  into  his  office,  with  the  natural  consideration  a  soldier 
and  a  gentleman  would  extend  to  any  woman. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  You  speak  there  of  one  interview  you  had  at 
the  Ordnance  Bureau  with  some  gentleman. — A.  Some  officer. 

Q.  Was  it  Colonel  Ben^t  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember  his  name,  bat  he 
was  a  tall  gentleman,  with  dark  hair. 

Q.  Would  you  recollect  the  gentleman  if  you  were  to  see  him  I— A.  1 
would. 

[At  the  request  of  the  chairman  Colonel  Ben6t  arose.] 

The  Witness.  That  is  the  gentleman. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  You  speak  of  having  had* such  communications  in  the  fall  of  1871. 
Are  you  not  mistaken!  Was  it  not  the  fall  of  18701 — A.  Probably  it 
was.  It  was  at  the  time  those  gentlemen  state.  I  will  correct  that ;  it 
should  be  1870.  I  have  a  poor  memory  for  dates,  but  I  bad  it  in  a  little 
notebook,  and  it  seemed  to  me  that  it  was  1871. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  It  was  not  this  last  fall  f — A.  No. 

Q.  That  was  the  fall  of  1871.  Then  it  was  a  year  ago  last  fall! — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  When  was  it  that  you  had  those  interviews  at  the  Ordnance  Bu- 
reau; what  month! — A.  It  was  in  the  month  of  December,  I  think.  I 
will  tell  you.  General  Dyer  had  gone  to  Springfield.  Probably  the 
gentleman  there  [pointing  to  Colonel  Benet]  will  remember  the  time* 
The  hotel  register  will  show  what  time  I  was  there. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  when  it  was  that  you  had  those  interviews  at 
the  Hofifman  House  with  Mr.  Peck  and  Mr.  Wiard  I — A.  The  very  day 
I  got  there. 

Q.  Was  that  the  same  month! — A.  I  was  never  there  but  once  to 
have  an  interview.    • 

Q.  What  month  was  that! — A.  Let  me  see.  Was  it  December  or 
January! 

Q.  Was  it  before  or  after  the  interview  with  Colonel  Bendt! — A.  O, 
afterward,  a  long  time. 

Q.  How  long  after! — A.  I  think  the  negotiation  had  been  going  on 
probably  two  months. 

Q.  That  would  put  it  into  the  month  of  February! — A.  No;  it  was 
not  as  late  as  February. 

Q.  Was  it  late  in  January! — A.  I  do  assure  you  I  cannot  remember. 
If  I  had  a  little  note-book  here,  or  if  you  could  send  to  my  house  for  it, 
I  could  tell  you;  I  have  it  in  that  note-book. 

Q.  You  say  it  was  about  two  months  after  the  interview  with  Colonel 
Ben^^tf — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  would  put  it  either  late  in  January  or  the  commencement  of 
February! — A.  I  beg  your  pardon;  I  now  remember  it  was  in  Decem- 
ber, because  I  Jel't  about  two  days  before  Christmas  for  the  purpose  of 
being  at  home  during  the  Christmas  holidays;  I  did  not  wish  to  remain 
in  !New  York  during  Christmas. 

Q.  Was  that  the  only  time  you  had  interviews  with  him  at  the  Hofi- 
man  House! — A.  That  was  the  only  time. 

Q.  It  was  represented  here  by  Mr.  Peck  that  you  had  satisfied  him 
that  you  could  get  the  arms.  What  were  the  representations  you  made 
to  him  ! — A.  Nothing  at  all  except  that  I  thought  I  could  get  them ;  that 
I  could  negotiate  the  sale  just  the  same  as  a  man  would  have  done. 

Q.  Did  you  say  anything  about  the  sum  of  $25,000! — A.  I  told  him 
the  margin  which  was  required  by  law  would  have  to  be  put  up  before 
I  could  secure  the  delivery  of  the  arms,  which  I  supposed  amounted  to 
about  $25,000. 

Q.  It  wa«  testified  also  that  you  required  $25,000  to  be  put  into  your 
hands.    Was  that  so! — A.  I  required  it  to  be  put  into  my  hands  ? 

Mr.  Sc^hurz.  Yes. 

The  Witness.  In  who  else's  hands  should  it  have  been,  as  I  was  the 
person  who  was  negotiating  the  sale! 

^  Q«  (By  Mr.  SCHURZ.)  You  have  stated  that  the  Ordnance  Department 
required,  in  the  regular  course  of  business,  a  margin  of  20  or  25  percent. 
to  be  put  up,  which  would,  of  course,  have  to  go  into  the  hands  of  the 
proper  oflbcer  with  whom  the  deposit  was  to  be  made.  Now,  I  say  it  was 
testified  here  that  you  required  $25,000  to  be  put  into  your  own  hands. — 
A.  Deposited  to  my  credit  in  the  bank. 
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Q.  It  was  testified,  also,  that  you  represented  yourself  to  have  lia<l 
interviews  with  General  Dyer  and  General  Ingalls  at  the  Hoftmau  Hoil«^, 
in  New  York,  or  in  New  York,  at  any  rate,  immediately  after  the  inter- 
view you  had  had  with  Mr.  Wiard.-r-A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  You  did  not  make  any  such  representation? — A.  I  did  not* 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  You  had  no  such  interview  ? — A.  I  had  no  such  interview. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ  : 

Q.  If  I  remember  conectly,  Mr.  Wiard  and  Mr.  Peck  testified  thatycm 
pretended  to  be  able  to  see  General  Dyer  immediately  after  an  inter- 
view they  had  with  you,  and  asked  them  to  wait  for  a  reply  at  the  Hoff- 
man House,  to  give  you  time  to  get  an  answer  from  General  Dyer?— A. 
General  Dyer  was  in  Springfield.  I  telegraphed  to  Springfield,  and  an 
officer  telegraphed  me  back — I  have  forgotten  his  name — that  General 
Dyer  was  in  New  York.  I  made  an  effort  to  see  General  Dyer,  but  did 
not  succeed. 

Q.  The  officer  telegraphed  back  ft*om  Springfield  that  General  Dyer 
was  in  New  York  ? — A.  I  think  he  said  he  was  in  New  York.  It  mast 
have  been  New  York,  as  I  made  the  effort  to  see  him. 

Q.  Did  you  know  that  General  Dyer  had  gone  to  Springfield!— A.  1 
learned  it  from  the  Ordnance  Department,  and  on  his  being  in  Spring- 
field the  gentleman  telegraphed  for  me  to  come  on  to  New  York. 

Q.  You  say  you  learned  of  the  Ordnance  Department  here  that  be 
had  gone  to  Springfield? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Before  you  left  for  New  York  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  then  you  telegraphed  to  Springfield  to  him  ! — A.  From  the 
Hoffman  House. 

Q.  And  at  the  Hoff'man  House  you  received  a  reply  f — A,  I  did  not 
telegraph  to  General  Dyer.  I  telegraphed  to  Springfield  to  see  if  he 
was  there,  not  directly  to  General  Dyer. 

Q.  And  at  the  Hoffman  House  you  received  a  reply  ? — A.  A  reply 
that  he  had  left  for  New  York. 

Q.  Did  you  communicate  that  reply  to  either  Mr.  Peck  or  Mr.  Wiard  !— 
A.  I  do  not  remember.  It  has  been  so  long  ago  that  I  scarcely  remem- 
ber any  details  of  the  affair  more  than  I  have  written. 

Q.  You  say  you  required  Mr.  Peck  and  Mr.  Wiard  to  get  you  a  formal 
offer  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  f  Did  I  understand  you  correctly  ! — ^A.  Yes, 
sir. 

Q.  And  that  that  formal  offer  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  was  presented  to 
you.  When  was  that  1 — A.  Whilst  I  was  in  New  York ;  Mr.  Peck  gave 
it  me. 

Q.  In  the  month  of  December  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

.   By  the  Ohatrman  ; 

Q.  Was  it  Mr.  Peck  or  Mr.  Wiard  gave  that  to  you  f — A,  I  thmk  Mr. 
Peck  brought  it.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Wiard  did,  because  my  interviews 
with  Mr.  Wiard  were  very  short,  simply  in  the  drawing-room  of  the 
hotel. 

Q.  Mr.  Wiard  testified  he  gave  it  to  you  ? — A.  Possibly  he  did.  I  do 
not  remember.  I  have  a  note  from  Mr.  Wiard.  I  see — [examining  a 
note] — yes,  he  sent  it  to  me. 

Q.  It  was  Mr.  Wiard  and  not  Mr.  Peck  that  gave  it  to  you  7 — A.  3fr. 
Wiard  sent  it  to  me  with  thi&  note : 
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^'Friday  Morning. 
"With  the  authorization  you  now  have  from  McKenzie,  it  would 
seem  that  Colonel  Crispin  cannot  doubt  that  your  principals  are  re- 
sponsible and  in  earnest,  and  no  speculating  bidders  are  interposed  in 
the  purchase  of  the  arms  you  are  negotiating  for.  Being  satisfied  on 
these  points,  it  will  be  proper  for  Colonel  Crispin,  if  he  requires  a  deposit 
before  going  further,  to  say  to  you  in  writing,  'Your  bid  for  100,000 
new  arms  will  be  accepted  at  810  30,  and  you  may  have  the  refusal  of 
the  arms  for  six  days.  But  as  further  evidence  that  your  principals 
are  in  earnest  we  require  a  deposit  of  $20,000,  for  which  we  will  give 
you  a  re<;eipt,  conditioned  that  the  deposit  shall  be  applied  toward  the 
payment  of  the  guns,  if  the  trade  is  consummated;  but  it  will  not,  in 
Tiny  event,  be  forfeited.'  Upon  such  an  agreement  the  money  will  be 
handed  at  once,  or  Colonel  Crispin  may  conclude  to  accept  your  bid 
with  the  understanding  that,  if  within  the  extent  of  the  time  of  the 
refusal  20  per  cent,  of  the  purchase  of  100,000  guns  be  paid  by  your 
principal  to  the  Ordnance  Department,  the  arms  will  be  absolutely 
secured,  and  will  be  delivered  upon  payment  of  the  balance  of  the 
whole  price.  It  will  be  necessary  for  you  to  learn  where  and  how  the 
arms  will  be  delivered.  The  condition  as  to  boxes  or  cases,  &c.,  as 
usual,  and  you  will  ])lease  inquire  if  ammunition  can  be  had,  together 
with  the  price  and  the  quantity.  The  larger  the  number  of  arms  you 
can  piu-chase  the  better,  up  to  500,000. 
"  Respectfully,  yours, 

(Pencil  memorandum :)  '^Numbers  of  arms,  new  Springfields,  on  hand. 
How  soon  another  large  lot  can  be  oflfered.  Number  of  cleaned  and 
repaired,  with  suggestions  as  to  the  price.    Number  of  Enflelds." 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  you  receive  this  letter  by  mail  f — A.  No ;  it  was  delivered  to 
me  at  the  Hoffman  House.    I  found  it  accidentally. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  Are  these  pencil  notes  yours  f — A.  I  think  they  are  his.  I  do  not 
know,  though. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Mr.  Wiard  testified  as  follows,  referring  to  that  interview  he  had 
with  you  at  the  Holiman  House :  '^Mrs.  Mason  told  me  that  she  had  come 
to  New  York  from  Washington  in  company  with  General  Dyer  and  Gen- 
eral Ingalls ;  that  she  had  great  influence  with  those  gentlemen ;  that 
she  could  easily  ]>rocure  the  arms  I  required,  provided  I  would  put  up, 
as  she  spoke  it,  825,000  as  a  security  that  I  was  in  earnest.^  Was  that 
a  correct  statement! — A.  Incorrect  in  many  respects  ;  in  fact  all.  In 
the  first  place  I  did  not  go  on  to  New  York  with  General  Dyer  and 
General  Ingalls.    That,  I  think,  covers  the  ground. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  came  on  with  them  f — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Mr.  Wiard  testifies  further :  "  I  told  her  it  would  be  entirely  im- 
practicable for  me  to  put  $25,000  in  her  hands,  unless  she  gave  me  the 
evidence  that  she  had  this  influence  with  General  Dyer  or  General  In- 
galls that  would  justify  the  placing  of  so  large  an  amount  of  money  in 
the  hands  of  a  person  I  had  never  seen  or  heard  of  before.^ — A.  Mr. 
Wiard  stated  no  such  thing  to  me.  His  chief  conversation  was  hem- 
ming and  hawing  to  get  out  of  putting  up  the  money.  Of  course  he  did 
not  speak  to  me  in  that  manner.  I  do  not  remember  the  details  of  the 
conversation. 
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Q.  Replying  to  a  question  whether  you  had  satisfied  him  on  that  point, 
he  testified :  '^  She  told  me  at  first  that  she  could  do  it.  She  said  that 
General  In  galls  and  General  Dyer  were  in  a  room  not  far  from  where 
we  were;  that  she  would  go  to  them  and  undoubtedly  she  could  return 
iu  a  few  minutes  with  some  evidence  to  me  that  she  had  the  ability  to 
carry  out  this  arrangement  that  she  had  represented.  She  went  away, 
and  I  waited  more  than  two  hours  in  the  hotel,  and  when  she  came 
back  she  told  me  that  she  had  entirely  failed,  because  neither  of  those 
gentlemen  would  believe  in  what  she  said  of  a  person  who  was  a 
stranger  to  her  unless  the  money  was  put  up."  Was  that  a  correct 
statement  f — A.  It  was  not. 

Q.  Did  you  represent  to  Mr.  Wiard  that  General  Ingalls  and  General 
Dyer  were  in  a  room  not  far  from  where  you  weref — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Or  that  Colonel  Crispin  and  Greneral  Dyer  were  there! — A.  I  did 
not. 

Q.  So  I  understand  you  to  say  that,  after  a  similar  conversation  be- 
tween you  and  Mr.  Wiard  had  taken  place,  you  simply  went  away  and 
telegraphed  on  to  Springfield.  Was  that  itf — A.  I  cannot  remember 
when  I  telegraphed  to  Springfield;  but  I  know  I  did.  I  do  not  think 
it  was  after  that  conversation.  The  conversation  that  he  represents  sa 
taking  place  there  never  took  place. 

Q.  You  had  a  conversation  with  him,  in  the  course  of  which  you  were 
required  to  satisfy  them  that  the  arms  could  be  had.  Was  that  it!— A. 
I  satisfied  him  that  the  guns  could  be  had  if  he  would  pay  the  price 
the  Ordnance  Department  asked,  and  if  they  had  the  money  to  pay  for 
them. 

Q.  What  was  your  inducement  to  telegraph  to  Springfield!  Was  it 
not  to  satisfy  them  on  some  point? — A.  No,  sir.  My  object  was  to 
negotiate  with  General  Dyer  in  regard  to  the  matter,  as  I  did  not  wish 
to  negotiate  with  Colonel  Crispin. 

Q.  Did  you  telegraph  to  General  Dyer  iu  consequence  of  some  con- 
versation you  had  with  Mr.  Wiard  or  Mr.  Peck! — A.  No;  I  do  not 
think  I  did.    I  telegraphed  on  my  own  account. 

Q.  You  said  you  received  a  reply  that  General  Dyer  had  already  re- 
turned to  New  York  ? — A.  I  received  the  reply. 

Q.  Did  you  see  General  Dyer  afterward  in  New  York! — A.  I  did 
not. 

Q.  Did  you  see  him  afterward  in  Washington? — A.  I  did;  bat  not 
in  connection  with  these  gentlemen's  business. 

Q.  Did  you  drop  these  gentlemen's  business  right  there  ? — A.  I  did. 

Q.  Mr.  Wiard  testifies  as  follows:  "She  said  that  neither  of  the^ 
gentlemen,"  (meaning  General  Dyer  and  General  Ingalls,)  "would be- 
lieve that  she  had  the  assurance  from  me  that  she  had  represented,  unless 
she  brought  the  money  with  her  and  showed  them  that  she  had  it." 
Was  that  what  you  said  to  him  ? — A.  1  did  not  say  it.  I  may  have 
said  this  to  him :  that  I  could  not  negotiate  in  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment the  purchase  of  arms  without  I  had  the  money  to  put  up  for  the 
purpose  of  covering  the  margin  that  was  required  by  law  in  case  I  fjot 
the  guns. 

Q.  The  question  then  was  put  to  Mr.  Wiard,  "Did  that  end  the 
matter,  so  far  as  you  were  connected  with  the  case?"  and  he  replied, 
"Not  entirely;  it  ended  the  matter  for  that  instant.  Presently,  how* 
ever,  Mr.  Peck  suggested  that  there  might  be,  perhaps,  some  other  way 
to  fix  the  matter,  and  in  the  course  of  the  conversation  she  inquiiv<i 
whether  I  was  buying  these  arms  for  myself  or  some  other  person,  and 
I  stated  I  was  buying  them  for  Mr.  Mortimer  L.  Mackenzie.    *Well, 
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«aid  she,  Mf  you  can  bring  me  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  stating  that 
he  will  accept  these  arms,  then  it  is  possible  I  may  persuade  my  friends 
to  take  that  as  a  sufficient  guarantee.'  I  said  it  was  rather  disagreeable 
to  have  to  go  to  Mr.  Mackenzie  to  ask  for  snch  a  letter ;  but  still,  as 
she  was  a  lady,  I  would  not  hesitate  to  do  it.  I  went  to  Mr.  Mackenzie 
and  asked  him  for  the  letter,  and  he  gave  it  to  me.  I  gave  it  to  Mr. 
Peck  and  he  delivered  it  to  the  lady."  Is  that  a  correct  statement  t — 
A.  In  some  respects  it  is. 

Q.  In  what  respect ! — A.  In  this  respect :  I  wanted  authority  from 
Mr.  Mackenzie  to  purchase  the  arms,  and  I  told  him  to  go  and  get  the 
authority.  I  was  tired  of  negotiating  with  Mr.  Peck  and  the  other  gen- 
tleman, and  I  wanted  to  see  some  authority  from  some  proper  person 
who  really  did  wish  the  arms.    I  said  I  would  have  to  have  it. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  for  that  letter  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  at  your  interview 
at  the  Hoffman  House  in  New  York! — A.  I  only  had  one  or  two  inter- 
views with  Mr.  Wiard,  therefore  it  must  have  been  at  one  interview 
or  the  other. 

Q.  At  the  Hofifman  House,  New  York  ! — A.  At  the  Hoffman  House, 
New  York. 

Q.  You  received  that  letter  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  t — A.  I  received  it, 
through  these  parties,  from  Mr.  Mackenzie. 

Q.  What  did  you  do  with  that  letter! — A.  I  gave  it  to  a  gentleman 
to  go  to  Mr.  Mackenzie,  as  a  kind  of  carte  blanche  to  Mr.  Mackenzie  to 
know  if  he  really  had  any  object  for  purchasing  the  arms  from  Mr. 
Wiard  or  Mr.  Peck.  He  sent  me  word  that  he  simply  bought  from  these 
gentlemen  as  he  did  from  anybody  else  that  represented  tliey  could  get 
arms.  That  was  after  I  returned  to  Washington.  I  do  not  remember 
whether  this  party  returned  me  the  letter  or  not. 

Q.  Who  was  that  gentleman  I — A.  He  is  abroad,  in  Paris. 

Q.  Who  was  he! — A.  His  name  is  Farraud. 

Q.  Is  he  a  citizen  of  the  United  States? — A.  He  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  of  New  York  State,  but  he  lived  out  of  the  country  very 
many  years. 

Q.  Did  you  use  that  letter,  or  present  it  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau! — A. 
1  think  it  is  more  than  probable  that  I  did  show  it  to  General  Dyer  when 
I  came  back. 

Q.  So  you  had  interviews  with  General  Dyer  about  the  matter  after 
your  return  from  New  York  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  were  those  interviews  about ! — A.  I  mtended  to  purchase 
anns  myself.  This  Colonel  FaiTand  had  the  monej"  to  put  up,  and  I  in- 
tended to  purchase  arms,  but  Mr.  Maekenzie,  it  seems,  did  not  desire 
them,  because  he  probably  could  not  get  the  French  to  take  them,  or 
some  reason  ;  I  do  not  know  why. 

Q.  You  stated  just  now  that  you  had  had  interviews  with  General  Dyer 
at  Washington,  subsequent  to  your  visit  to  New  York,  but  on  other 
business? — A.  I  was  not  on  other  business.  You  misunderstood  me.  I 
naeau  when  1  went  back  again,  I  went  entirely  for  myself,  intending  to 
purchase  arms,  because  this  gentleman  had  the  money  to  put  up. 

Q.  What  gentleman  ! — A.  Mr.  Farrand.  He  said  he  had  the  money  to 
put  up  to  purchase  the  arms. 

Q.  And  on  that  occasion  you  made  known  the  contents  of  Mr. 
Mackenzie's  letter  to  General  Dyer  ? — A.  Y^es,  sir ;  that  Mr.  Mackenzie 
wanted  arms. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  further  effort  to  get  those  arms  on  the  strength 
of  Mr.  Mackenzie's  letter! — A.  I  did  not.  I  simply  showed  it  to  him  as 
Authority  that  I  way  buying  arms  for  responsible  parties,  and  not  for,  as 
he  stylecl  them,  street  speculators. 
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Q.  You  showed  it  to  him  without  any  object  to  buy  arms  on  the 
strength  of  that  letter  ? — A.  I  think  I  showed  it  to  him  simply  to  prove 
to  him  that  1  was  purchasing  for  a  responsible  party ;  tliat  I  had  some- 
body behind  me. 

Q.  But  did  you  at  that  time  give  up  the  idea  entirely  of  purchasing  for 
Mr.  Mackenzie  f — A.  !N^ot  if  Mr.  Mackenzie  would  take  them.  I  had 
nobody  else  to  buy  them  for;  and,  as  he  was  in  the  market,  I  concluded 
that  he  wanted  arms,  and  that  if  he  could  get  them  he  would  take  them. 

Q.  Did  not  Mackenzie,  in  that  letter,  inform  you  that  he  would  take 
themt — A.  It  was  just,  "You  are  authorized  to  purchase  arms.''  I  do 
not  recollect  exactly  what  was  in  it ;  but  I  thought  there  was  enoagh 
protection  for  myself. 

Q.  You  had  asked  for  a  letter  of  authority  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  to 
satisfy  you  that  Mr.  Mackenzie  would  accept  the  arms,  so  as  to  render 
it  possible  to  persuade  your  friends  to  take  that  as  a  sufficient  gnarau- 
tee  that  the  arms  would  be  taken  according  to  the  testimony  which  1 
understood  you  virtually  to  admit  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Then  the  letter  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  gave  you  authority  to  buy 
arms,  with  the  assurance  that  he  would  take  them ;  was  not  that  it  *— 
A.  If  he  would  require  them  he  would  take  them. 

Q.  Did  he  not  state  in  his  letter  that  he  would  want  them  ? — A.  At 
that  time  he  seemed  to  think  he  would  not  want  them.  A  long  time 
has  elapsed  now.    I  had  several  communications  with  these  gentlemen. 

Q.  Do  you  say  that  when  you  had  interviews  with  General  Dyer, 
subsequent  to  your  visit  to  Kew  York,  you  went  to  him  for  the  purpose 
of  buying  arms  for  somebody  else,  and  not  for  Mr.  Mackenzie  f— A.  I 
went  to  him  for  the  purpose  of  buying  them  for  myself  when  I  went 
the  last  time. 

Q.  In -connection  with  Mr.  Farrandf — A.  Precisely. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  further  use  of  that  letter  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  ?— 
A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  You  say  you  returned  it  to  him  ? — A.  I  gave  it  to  that  gentleman ; 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  returned  it  to  me  or  not.  All  the  correspond- 
ence I  had  was  torn  up  and  thrown  in  the  waste-basket,  and  I  presume 
it  was  burned  up  by  the  servant.  It  is  my  usual  habit  to  destroy  letters 
I  have  no  use  for. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Peck  afterward  come  to  you  in  Washington  for  the  pur- 
pose of  pushing  the  same  business? — A.  I  never  saw  Mr.  Peck  after  I 
left  New  York. 

Q.  But  you  received  letters  from  Mr.  Peek  with  relation  to  the  same 
business  ? — A.  Yes ;  very  many. 

Q,  And  you  dropped  the  business  right  there  ? — ^A.  I  did,  because  I 
saw  the  folly  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  purchases  for  Mr.  Farrand  ! — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  You  say  Mr.  Farrand  was  ready  to  put  up  the  money  f — ^A.  Ye^ 
sir:  he  was  ready  to  put  up  the  money. 

Q.  What  was  the  reason  no  purchases  were  made  for  him  ! — A.  I  di^l 
not  purchase  because  I  found  Mr.  Mackenzie  probably  would  not  take 
them.  I  did  not  wish  arms  left  on  our  hands,  with  no  means  of  ex[H)rta- 
tion. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Farrand  desire  to  purchase  arms  for  the  purpose  of  rt*- 
selling  to  Mr.  Mackenzie  ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  we  wanted  to  dinpDse  of  them 
after  we  had  got  them ;  we  wanted  a  market  for  them. 

Q.  You  say  that  that  letter  from  Mr.  Mackenzie,  sent  to  you,  as  I  un- 
derstand, by  Mr.  Wiard,  did  not  contain  an  assurance  that  he  would 
accept  the  arms? — A.  Mr.  Mackenzie  said  he  would  communicate  witb 
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me  direct.    That  was  what  he  said.    This  gentleman  told  me  that  when 
he  returned  to  New  York. 

Q.  What  gentleman! — A.  Mr.  Farrand.  I  sent  him  to  New  York  to 
see  Mr.  Mackenzie,  with  that  letter,  and  he  saw  Mr.  Mackenzie — so  he 
told  me  when  he  returned  from  New  York.  He  said  that  Mr.  Macken- 
zie said  he  would  communicate  with  me  direct  if  he  wanted  the  guns. 

Q.  And  then  you  had  those  interviews  with  General  Dyer  subse- 
qaently  ? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  saw  him  more  than  once. 

Q.  Was  that  before  you  had  sent  Mr.  Farrand  to  New  York,  or  after- 
ward ? — A.  I  went  to  see  him  afterward.  General  Dyer  reiterated  al- 
ways that  I  would  have  to  fulfill  that  which  the  law  required — put  in  my 
bid,  and  if  it  should  be  all  right  they  would  accept  it,  and  I  would  have 
to  have  the  money  to  pay  before  they  would  be  delivered. 

Q.  After  Mr.  Farrand  had  returned  from  New  York  with  Mr.  Mack 
enzie's  reply,  did  you  see  General  Dyer  in  consequence  of  that  ? — A.  I 
did. 

Q.  Did  you  feel  sufficiently  authorized  to  make  purchases  then  by  the 
reply  which  Mr.  Farrand  brought  from  Mr.  Mackenzie? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Were  you  assured,  then,  that  Mr.  Mackenzie  would  take  the 
arms  ? — A.  Through  this  gentleman  I  was,  if  he  wanted  them. 

Q.  Why  did  you  not  make  the  purchase? — A.  Because  Mr.  Macken- 
zie did  not  notify  us  that  he  would  want  them.    He  was  to  notify  us. 

Q.  I  understood  you  to  say  just  now  that  you  were  sufficiently  au- 
thorized in  thinking  that  Mr.  Mackenzie  would  take  them  t — A.  We 
felt  assured  he  would  take  them  if  he  wanted  them. 

Q.  That  was  no  assurance,  I  understand.  It  was  conditional  ? — ^A. 
0,  that  is  a  different  interpretation. 

Q.  Did  you  take  any  further  steps  with  regard  to  the  purchase  of 
those  arms  through  Mr.  Farrand  If — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  You  merely  inquired  if  you  could  have  thenif — A.  Merely  sent  to 
Mr.  Mackenzie  to. know  if  he  wanted  them,  and  if  he  had  any  object  in 
trading  through  these  gentlemen.  He  said  he  had  no  interest  what- 
ever in  trading  with  those  two  gentlemen  any  more  than  with  anybody 
else  who  could  get  the  arms.  He  wanted  the  arms.  He  did  not  care 
who  got  them,  so  that  he  obtained  them. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say  the  reply  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  was 
that  he  wanted  to  have  the  arms,  no  matter  through  whom  he  could  get 
themf — ^A.  Precisely. 

Q.  And  in  consequence  of  that  you  attempted  to  buy  arras  through 
Mr.  Fan^and  f — A.  I  attempted  to  buy  the  arms  through  myself. 

Q.  Or  in  connection  with  Mr.  Farrand  ? — A.  Mr.  Farrand  was  not  to 
be  known  in  the  matter  except  having  money  put  to  my  credit. 

Q.  Then  you  had  after  all  a  sufficient  assurance  from  Mr.  Mackenzie 
that  he  wanted  arms! — A.  Through  those  gentlemen  he  told  me  if  he 
wanted  them  he  would  let  us  know,  but  the  time  had  almost  passed. 

By  the  Chaikman  : 

Q.  Did  he  ever  let  you  know  that  he  did  want  them  ? — A.  No,  sir  ;  I 
never  heard  from  Mr.  Mackenzie  again. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  What  was  the  word  Mr.  Farrand  brought  back  to  you  from  Mr- 
Mackenzie! — A.  That  he  would  conni»unicate  direct  with  me  himself. 

Q.  And,  thereupon,  you  went  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau  ? — A.  There- 
npon  1  went  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau. 

Q.  Did  he  not  say  to  you,  as  you  have  ju^t  stated,  that  he  did  not 
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care  whether  he  got  the  arms  through  Wiard  and  Peck  f — A.  Hehadno 
special  interest. 

Q.  But  he  wanted  the  arms  through  whomsoever  he  could  get  them!— 
A.  That  was  exactly  the  idea. 

Q.  Now,  I  understand  that  as  giving  you  an  assurance  that  he  wanted 
the  arms  ! — A,  Well,  I  was  in  hopes  he  would  want  them. 

Q.  Then  you  went  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau  for  the  purpose  of  seeing 
whether  you  could  get  them! — A.  I  did. 

Q.  And  you  offered  to  put  up  a  margin! — A.  I  did. 

Q,  Why  did  you  not  get  them! — A.  Because  the  price  was  too  high. 
The  Ordnance  Department  aske^  us  too  much.  We  could  only  ^W  at 
a  certain  price. 

Q.  That  ended  the  matter  ! — A.  That  ended  the  matter. 

Q.  Did  you  have  subsequent  interviews  with  the  Ordnance  Barean 
about  the  purchase  of  arms  after  that! — A.  No. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  interviews  with  Colonel  Crispin  while  you  were 
in  New  York  ! — ^A.  One. 

Q.  Where!    At  the  Hoffman  House! — A.  At  his  place. 

Q.  At  the  Ordnance  Bureau! — ^A.  At  the  Ordnance  Office.  I  dn)ve 
there  in  a  carriage.    I  do  not  remember  where  it  was. 

Q.  What  was  the  subject  of  that  interview  ? — A.  Simply  to  know  if  I 
could  get  arms.  He  told  me  the  same  thing  General  Dyer  told  me— to 
put  in  my  bid,  offer  a  i)rice,  and  have  the  margin  money.  They  all  told 
me  the  same. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  interviews  with  General  Ingalls  about  the  same 
thing  ? — A.  I  do  not  know  General  Ingalls,  unless  an  accidental  intra- 
duction  constitutes  an  acquaintance. 

Q.  So  you  say  you  had  no  interviews  with  him  on  this  business?— A. 
I  had  none. 

Bv  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  If  you  had  an  introduction  to  General  Ingalls,  when  was  it  and 
where  was  it! — A.  It  was  some  years  ago,  in  the  city  of  New  York. 

Q.  Were  you  in  a  carriage! — A.  I  was  out  shopping,  and  the  party 
who  was  with  me  said  tliey  wished  to  speak  with  General  Ingalls  on  a 
matter  of  some  business,  and  directed  the  coachman  to  drive  to  the  of- 
fice, corner  of  Houston  and  Greene  streets.  They  went  up  and  siwketo 
him.  General  Ingalls  returned  to  the  carriage  and  was  thei'e  pre*eute<l 
to  me,  and  the  usual  civilities  passed  between  us  that  generally  take 
l)lace  between  two  people  who  are  introduced. 

Q.  Was  that  the  only  time  you  ever  saw  General  Ingalls! — A.  I  think 
I  have  seen  him  since,  but  not  to  speak  to  him.  That  was  the  only 
time  I  ever  spoke  to  him. 

Q.  That  was  a  casual  introduction  ! — A.  It  was  a  casual  introduction 
in  a  carriage.  I  am  at  a  loss  to  imagine  why  Mr.  Peck  should  have 
mentioned  General  Ingalls's  name.  He  might  have  easily  selected  some 
other. 

Mr.  ScHiruz.  Mr,  Peck  did  not  mention  General  Ingalls's  name;  it 
was  Mr.  Wiard. 

The  Witness.  My  (conversation  with  Mr.  Wiard  was  very  short.  1 
may  have  said  to  Mr.  Peck  something  I  had  heard  that  General  In- 
galls said,  and  in  speaking  of  him  he  may,  probably^  have  thought 
General  Ingalls  was  an  acquaintance  of  mine.  I  said  something  in 
regard  to  what  General  Ingalls  had  said  as  to  his  sympathy  for  tbe 
Cuban  cause,  or  that  I  had  heaid  he  said  :  that  was  all.  I  did  not  say 
General  Ingalls  was  an  acquaintance  of  mine. 
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Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  You  knew  at  the  time  these  negotiations 
were  going  on  the  precise  price  which  you  should  offer  for  those  arms  f — 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  also  know  that  the  Ordnance  Bureau  were  charging  at 
that  precise  time  one  dollar  more  than  you  were  authorized  to  offer  t — A. 
These  gentlemen  informed  me  that  the  arms  were  selling  very  much 
less  on  the  streets  in  New  York.  They  were  amazed  at  the  price  the 
Department  asked. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 
Q.  What  men  informed  you  sol — A.  Mr.  Peck. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  You  say  you  did  know  the  price  you  were  to  offer  t — A.  I  did 
know  the  price  I  was  to  offer. 

Q.  Did  you  find,  on  going  to  General  Dyer,  that  they  did  ask  more 
than  the  price  you  were  authorized  to  offer  f — A.  Very  much  more.  It 
pat  it  beyond  our  making  anything  at  all. 

Q.  And  then,  in  consequence  of  you  not  being  able  to  offer  the  price 
which  the  Ordnance  Department  asked  for  the  muskets,  you  did  not 
negotiate  t — A,  I  did  not  negotiate  any. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  General  Dyer  say  anything  to  you  abo^ut  Mr.  Remington  hav- 
ing contracts  for  arms  ! — A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  What  did  he  sayf — A.  He  said  this,  '*Who  are  you  purchasing 
arms  fori"  I  said  I  "did  not  wish  to  tell  him.  "I  am  purchasing  for 
myself;  why  do  you  want  to  know?"  In  the  mere  badinage  of  con- 
versation this  took  place.  Said  I,  "  Well,  it  is  for  Mackenzie,  who  is 
acting  for  Gambetta."  "No,''  said  he,  "the  only  persons  who  are 
really  the  agents  for  the  French  are  the  Bemingtous,  and  they  buy 
arms."    I  suppose  it  was  a  fact  well  known. 

Q.  He  said  the  only  agents  for  the  French  were  the  Remingtons  f — 
A.  Yes,  and  seemed  to  doubt  Mackenzie  being  an  agent,  and  did  not 
know  who  Mackenzie  was. 

Q.  Did  he  give  that  as  a  reason  why  no  arms  could  be  sold  to  Mack- 
enzie ! — A.  He  did  not. 

Q.  In  what  connection  did  he  bring  it  out  If — A.  Just  as  I  have  told 
you. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  When  was  this! — A.  When  I  had  the  interview  with  General 
Dyer  at  his  office,  I  think  in  December,  1870. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Were  there  any  arms  at  all  bought  through  your  influence  f — A. 
None  at  all,  I  am  sorry  to  say. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  If  you  succeeded  in  negotiating  a  sale,  you  hoped  to  have  made  a 
protit? — A.  I  did  hope  to  make  a  very  large  profit;  I  wanted  the  money 
for  a  specific  purpose,  and  had  no  object  at  all  in  deceiving  tliese  gentle- 
men, as  1  read  in  New  York  papers,  speaking  of  their  testimony. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  When  General  Dyer  told  j'ou  that  the  Remingtons  were  the  only 
agents  for  the  French  government,  was  there  anytliing  further  said  on 
that  subject  f — A.  I  do  not  remember,  I  think  there  vas  not. 
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Q.  Was  there  anything  said  to  this  effect,  that  anns  could  not  be 
sold  to  other  agents  ? — A.  No. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  he  or  not  give  yoa  to  anderstand  he  would  not  sell  to  anylxxiy 
who  was  purchasing  for  the  Remingtons? — A.  He  did  not;  because  I 
believe  General  Dyer  would  have  liked  very  much  for  me  to  have  gcK 
the  arms.  I  make  that  remark  simply  because  it  was  a  natural  impulstr 
for  a  gentleman  to  assist  a  lady. 

.     By  Mr.  Sghurz  : 

Q.  The  question  was  asked  of  Mr.  Peck,  "  Did  you  satisfy  Mr*.  Ma- 
son that  you  could  dispose  of  the  arms!''  and  he  answered,  *'  Perfectly. 
I  could  have  sold  300,000  stand  of  arms  if  the  Ordnance  Bureau  wouid 
have  dropped  their  price  from  $12  65  or  $12  30 — whatever  it  wa«  at 
that  time — down  to  $11  30. 

<'  Q.  I  mean,  did  you  satisfy  Mrs.  Mason  that  you  could  dispose  of  the 
arms? — A.  Perfectly.'' 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Peck  satisfy  you  that  he  could  dispose  of  the  arni8f--A. 
No ;  he  never  did  satisfy  me.  In  fact,  I  hardly  had  any  faith  that  he 
wanted  the  arms  at  all,  until  he  brought  me  the  authority  from  Mr. 
Mackenzie.    Then  I  saw  that  there  was  really  somebody  backing  him. 

Q.  He  testified  further :  '*  She  did  not  tell  me  she  could  get  them,  l>e- 
cause  she  did  not  know  she  could  get  them ;  she  told  me  she  tho«<;ht 
she  could  get  them.  She  represented  very  strongly  that  she  thooght 
she  could  get  arms.  When  persons  say  they  can  do  a  thing  it  is  simply 
thinking  tbey  can. 

"  Q.  Did  I  not  understand  you  to  say  that  she  satisfied  you?— A.  She 
satisfied  me  that  she  had  influence  enough  to  get  arms.  It  was  not  a 
matter  of  getting  arms  at  certain  prices,  but  a  matter  of  affecting:  the 
Government  about  selling  arms." 

Q.  Did  you  say  anything  of  that  kind  to  Mr.  Peck  ? — A.  I  exiKKrt 
that  is  derived  from  his  own  thoughts — not  anything  that  I  said. 

Q.  He  said  that  you  deceived  him  totally  in  this  matter? — A.  I  su|> 
pose  he  calls  my  failure  deceiving  him. 

Q.  Your  failure  in  what? — A.  There  is  a  difterence  between  foiling' 
and  deceiving.    The  failure  was  In  getting  the  arms. 

Q.  And  your  failure  hinged  entirely  on  their  not  putting  up  the  mar- 
gin ? — A.  I  really  think  so.  I  really  believe  I  could  have  effected  the 
purchase  if  I  had  the  money  to  pay  for  the  arms ;  but  there  was  do 
appearance  of  money  whatever.  If  anj"  of  you  gentlemen  had  gout* 
there  you  would  have  to  pay  for  them. 

Q.  Did  not  Mr.  Wiard  in  his  letter  satisfy  you  that  they  were  really 
to  put  up  the  money  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  they  never  tell  you  they  were  ready  to  put  up  the  margin?— 
A.  They  said  they  were  ready,  but  did  not  make  any  appearance  ot 
putting  it  up.    They  had  time  enough. 

Q.  Did  you  ask  them  to  put  up  a  margin  before  any  negotiations  had 
been  had  with  the  Ordnance  Bureau? — A.  No;  because  I  did  not  know^ 
it  was  necessary.  I  was  very  much  amazed  that  I  had  to  pay  so  math 
money.  I'snppose  they  were  really  afraid  they  would  lose  the  money  it' 
they  put  it  ui),  either  by  myself,  or  I  do  not  know  how.  The  Kemiuj; 
tons,  1  believe,  lost  their  margin  once. 

Q.  Did  you  require  that  they  should  put  up  the  margin  before  any 
bargain  had  been  concluded  with  the  Ordnance  Department  ? — A.  Gen- 
eral Dyer  told  me  that  1  would  have  to  have  a  certain  amount  put  up 
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before  the  arms  conld  be  delivered.    How  could  I  eftect  a  sale  or  pur- 
chase arms  unless  I  had  money  to  pay  for  them  ? 

Q.  Could  you  have  concluded  the  first  part  of  the  bargain  so  far  as  to 
get  the  assurance  from  the  Ordnance  Bureau  that  you  could  get  arms  ? 
—A.  They  told  me  I  could  get  them  if  I  would  pay  the  price,  but  they 
would  not  deliver  them  until  the  margin  money  was  put  u*p. 

By  Mr.  Sawyer  : 

Q.  They  would  not  deliver  them  then,  would  they  f — A.  They  would 
not  deliver  without  the  margin ;  that  was  perfectly  understood  as  far  as 
I  was  concerned. 

By  Mr.  ScnuBZ : 

Q.  Was  not  that  fully  understood  by  Mr.  Peck  and  Mr.  Wiard  t — 
A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Did  they  refuse  to  put  up  a  margin  ? — A.  They  said  they  would 
put  it  up. 

Q.  What  was  there  in  the  way  of  making  the  bargain  with  the  Ord- 
nauce  Bureau  ? — A.  Because  I  did  not  offer  the  price  that  they  insisted 
upon  having ;  I  have  forgotten  the  amount,  but  it  was  more  than  we 
were  able  to  give,  to  be  able  to  make  anything. 

Q.  So  it  was  not  on  their  failing  to  put  up  the  margin,  but  on  the 
question  of  price  that  the  failure  was — was  it  ? — A.  Xo ;  I  think  it  was 
a  failure  because  they  did  not  put  up  the  margin. 

Q.  Were  they  required  by  the  Ordnance  Bureau  to  put  up  the  money 
before  any  bargain  had  been  made  1 — A.  I  understood  I  would  have  to 
have  money  or  show  security  that  I  was  able  to  pay  for  the  arms  before 
1  could  get  them,  or  get  the  refusal  of  them.  I  may  have  made  a  mis- 
take— ladies  are  not  very  adroit  in  these  matters ;  but  it  seemed  to  me 
I  wiis  to  have  money  to  pay  for  the  guns  before  I  could  get  any,  the  same 
a8  when  I  go  into  a  store  I  must  have  money  to  pay  before  I  can  buy. 
General  Dyer  said  he  did  it  to  protect  himself  from  street  specula- 
tors who  would  use  the  refusal  to  raise  money  in  Wall  street ;  and  I 
dare  say  they  would  have  done  it  if  thej'  had  had  the  refusal. 


Washington,  April  16, 1872. 
The  chairman  presented  the  following  letter  from  General  Dyer : 

"Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

"  Washington,  D.  C,  April  12, 1872. 

"Sir  :  I  have  had  read  to  me  the  testimony  given  before  your  commit- 
tee by  William  B.  Franklin,  on  the  4th  instant,  on  page  499,  printed 
testimony. 

"'  By  the  Chairman:  Q.  Was  there  not  a  design  on  your  part  that 
the  Ordnance  Bureau  should  not  know  f '  [Referring  to  where  the  nine 
Gatling  guns  were  to  go.]  *  A.  Not  the  slightest  in  the  world.  The 
Ordnance  Bureau  knew  just  as  much  as  I  did.' 

"As  I  am  confined  to  my  room  by  serious  illness,  and  am  unable  to 
give  testimony  in  person,  I  desire  in  this  manner  to  state  that 
I  did  not  know  that  the  Colts  Arms  Company  were  acting  as 
agents^of  the  Eemingtons,  or  of  the  French  government.  Had  I  knowTi 
it,  my  duty  would  have  been  not  to  have  had  any  dealings  with  them, 
and  I  would  have  acted  up  to  that  duty.  The  accompanying  copies  of 
the  records  in  the  Ordnance  Office  show  the  whole  transaction.  As  the 
witness  states  in  his  testimony  that  he  did  not  communicate  the  fact 
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that  he  was  acting  for  the  Bemiogtons,  or  that  the  guns  ivere  going  to 
the  Beiuingtons,  to  me  or  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  either  by  word  of  mooth 
or  by  letter,  I  cannot  understand  how  he  draws  the  iiiereuoe  that  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  knew  as  much  as  he  did. 

*^  I  beg  that  this  letter  and  accompanying  papers  may  be  oonsideied 
as  part  of  my  testimony. 

^^I  have  also  to  state,  [referring  to  page  571,  printed  testimony  of  X. 
Wiard,]  that  1  had  no  such  interview  with  Mrs.  Mason  at  the  Hoffman 
House,  or  any  other  place,  in  New  York,  at  that  or  at  any  other  time. 
"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"A.  B.  DYER, 
"  Chief  of  Ordnanctr 
To  the  Chairman 

Of  tlie  Committee  to  Investigate  Sales  of  Arms^ 

Senate  of  tlie  United  States, 

(The  papers  referred  to  by  General  Dyer  are  annexed  to  the  testimooy, 
marked  Exhibit  No.  21.) 


Exhibit  No.  21. 

Washington,  D.  C,  December  30, 1870. 

General  :  The  Colts  Anns  Manufacturing  Company-  v»m11  a^ree  to 
receive  from  the  United  States  nine  .50  caliber,  six-barrel  Gatling  gons 
with  carriages,  and  return  the  same  number  of  guns  and  carriages  in 
six  months  from  the  date  of  the  receipt  from  the  United  States  of  tbe 
guns,  &c.;  the  guns  to  be  returned  to  be  fitted  with  improved  extract- 
ors and  traversing  motion,  if  required.  It  is  understood  that  the  car- 
riages are  to  be  made  by  the  Ordnance  Department  at  the  exjienseol 
Colts'  Arms  Company. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

\V.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice  President  and  General  Agent  CoM  Arms  Company, 

Major  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington  2>.  C 

[First  Indorsemeut.] 

Ordnance  Office,  January  3, 1871. 

Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  for  approval,  on  condition 
that  the  new  guns  be  of  the  latest  improved  model,  and  that  the  co^c 
price  of  the  guns  delivered  be  deposited  with  this  Department  2& 
security  for  the  faithful  performance  of  the  agreement. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Army. 

[Second  Indorsement.] 

Approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War  January  3, 1871. 

ED.  SCHRIVER, 

Inspector  Oeneral 
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Ordnancje  Office,  War  Department, 

Wdshingtofij  D,  C,  January  6, 1871. 

Sir:  Upon  the  application  of  the  Colts  Arms  Company,  you  will 
make  requisition  upon  Colonel  Hagner  for  the  delivery  to  them  of  nine 
(9)  .60  caliber  Gatling  guns  and  carriages  on  hand  at  the  Watervliet 
arseDal.  This  will  be  done  upon  the  Colts  Arms  Company  depositing 
with  you  the  sum  of  $14,400,  and  giving  you  a  written  agreement  to 
deliver  at  the  Watervliet  arsenal,  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States, 
within  six  months  from  this  date,  the  same  number  of  guns  and  car- 
riages, the  guns  to  be  fitted  with  improved  extractors  of  the  latest  pat- 
tern, and  the  carriages  to  have  a  traversing  motiont;  it  being  under- 
stood that  the  carriages  are  to  be  made  by  the  Ordnance  Department, 
at  the  Watervliet  arsenal,  and  at  the  expense  of  the  Colts  Arms  Man- 
ufacturing Company,  who,  upon  the  fulfillment  of  their  agreement,  are 
to  receive  from  the  United  States  the  difference  between  the  amount 
deposited,  (814,400,)  and  the  cost  of  making  the  nine  gun-carriages. 
The  guns  are  to  be  inspected  by  an  officer  of  the  Ordnance  Department. 
Very  respectfully,  vour  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Clmf  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Army, 
P.  S. — The  agreement  must  be  sent  to  this  office. 

S.  V.  B. 
Commanding  Officer, 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  January  5, 1871. 

Sir  :  Upon  the  application  of  Major  Crispin  you  will  issue  to  the 
Colts  Arms  Company,  Hartford,  Connecticut,  the  nine  (9)  .50  caliber 
Gatling  guns  and  carriages  on  hand  at  your  arsenal. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance  J  United  States  Army. 
Commanding  Officer, 

Watervliet  Arsenal. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  J).  C,  January  5, 1872. 

Sir  :  The  Secretary  of  War  having  approved  your  application  for  the 
exchange  of  nine  .50  caliber  Gatling  guns,  Major  Crispin  has  been  di- 
rected to  deliver  you  the  guns  and  carriages  at  the  Watervliet  arsenal, 
upon  your  depositing  with  him  the  sum  of  $14,400,  and  giving  him  a 
wiitten  agreement  to  deliver,  free  of  cost  to  the  Government,  at  the 
Wartervliet  arsenal,  within  six  months  from  this  date,  the  same  number 
of  guns  and  carriages;  the  guns  to  be  fitted  with  improved  extractors 
of  the  latest  pattern,  and  the  carriages  to  have  a  traversing  motion ;  it 
being  understood  that  the  carriages  are  to  be  made  by  the  Ordnance 
Department  at  the  Watervliet  arsenal,  and  at  the  expense  of  the  Colts 
Arms  Manufacturing  Company,  who,  upon  the  falfillment  of  their  agree- 
ment, are  to  receive  from  the  United  States  the  difference  between  the 
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amount  deposited  by  them  ($14,400)  and  the  cost  of  making  the  nine 
gun-carriages. 

The  guns  are  to  be  inspected  by  an  officer  of  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Army, 

General  William  B.  Franklin, 

CoW  Arms  Company^  Hartford^  Connecticut. 


Office  op  Colts'  Patent  Fire-Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
Hartford^  Connecticut^  January  9, 1871. 

The  Colts  Patent  Fire-Arms  Manufacturing  Company  hereby  agrees 
to  deliver  at  the  Watervliet  arsenal,  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States, 
within  six  months  from  the  5th  instant,  nine  .50  inch  caliber,  six-barreled 
guns  and  carriages,  the  guns  to  be  fitted  with  improvi»d  extractors  of 
the  latest  pattern,  and  the  carriages  to  have  a  traversing  motion.  The 
carriages  are  to  be  made,  by  the  Ordnance  Department,  at  the  expense 
of  the  Colts  Arms  Manufacturing  Company,  and  that  company  is  to 
receive  from  the  United  States,  when  the  the  guns  are  delivered,  ami 
the  cost  of  the  carriages  determined,  the  difference  between  tbe  amount 
($14,400)  and  the  cost  of  the  carriages. 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-President^  General  Agent  CoW  Arms  Company, 

[Indorsement.] 

United  States  Obdnance  Agenct, 

Neic  Yark^  January  9, 1871. 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  in  accordance  with 
instructions  of  January  5, 1871. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  United  States  Army^  Major  of  Ordnancf. 


New  York  City,  January  9, 1871. 

Sib  :  I  will  thank  you  to  be  kind  enough  to  inv^oice  to  me,  and  ship 
to  the  Colt  Patent  Fire-Arms  Company,  nine  .50  inch  caliber  Gatliug 
guns,  and  the  limber  ammunition-chests  belonging  to  the  carriages. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordmmee, 

The  C03IMANDING  OFFICES  WATERVLIET  ABSENAL, 

West  Troy  J  New  York, 
A  true  copy : 

A.  R.  BUFFINGTON, 
Captain  of  Ordnance. 

[Indorsement.] 

Watebtliet  Absenal,  New  Yobk, 

January  11, 1871, 

Respectfully  forwarded  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  with  the  Teqoe^t 
that  an  order  for  supplies  be  given  to  cover  the  issue  made  this  dav 
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upon  the  within  requisition,  viz :  Nine  .50  inch  caliber  Gatliug  gau8, 
nine  limber  ammunition-chests  for  .50  inch  Gatling  gun-carriage. 

A.  R.  BUFFINGTON. 
Captain  of  Ordnance^  temporarily  Commanding. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

^Ya^hingtonJ  January  14, 1871. 

Colonel:  I  inclose  copy  of  agreement  entered  into  by  the  Colts 
Anns  Company  with  the  United  States,  by  the  terms  of  which  nine  car- 
riages for  the  Gatling  .5  inch  caliber  gun,  with  improved  extractors  of 
the  latest  pattern,  the  carriages  to  have  a  traversing  motion,  are  to  be 
made  at  your  arsenal.  These  carriages  should  be  completed  within  six 
months  from  the  oth  instant,  and  with  that  end  in  view  you  are  author- 
ized to  visit  the  Colts  Arms  Company's  works,  at  Hartford,  Connecticut, 
for  such  information  as  may  be  necessary  to  enable  you  to  fulfill  our  part 
of  the  agreement.  You  can  procure  such  castings  for  the  carriages  from 
the  Colts  Arms  Companj^  or  elsewhere  as  you  may  require  in  order  to 
expedite  their  manufacture. 

The  whole  cost  of  the  carriages  will  be  determined  from  data  kept 
during  their  construction,  and  is  to  be  charged  to  the  Colts  Arms  Com- 
pany. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Army. 
Col.  P.  y.  Hagneb, 

Commanding  Watervliet  Arseiial. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  New  York,  January  21,  1871. 

General  :  Major  Crispin's  requisition,  (forwarded  to  you  January 
11,)  for  the  issue  of  the  nine  Gatling  .50  caliber  guns,  asked  for  no 
carriages — only  "  limber  ammunition-chests  belonging  to  the  carriages  ^ 
—and  I  find,  upon  my  arrival  here,  that  '*  guns "  and  "  chests  ^  only 
were  sent. 

I  have  written  to  General  Franklin  to  know  whether  he  wishes  me  to 
send  the  gun-carriages.  Should  he  not  wish  them,  will  any  change  be 
made  in  your  orders  of  the  14th  instant  ? 

Very  respectfully,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
'  Colonel  of  Ordnance. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance,  Washington. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  January  23, 1871. 

Gentlemen  :  General  Hagner  reports  the  issue  of  the  nine  Gatling 
guns  and  limber  ammunition-chests  only.  It  is  the  understanding  of 
this  Bureau  that  you  will  take  the  carriages,  and  orders  have  been 

40sA 
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given  for  the  manufacture  of  others  to  replace  them,  under  the  agree 
ment.    Will  you  please  advise  me  in  the  matter  f 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Army. 
Colts'  Arms  Company, 

ffartfordj  Connecticut 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  Kew  York,  March  31, 1871. 

General:  The  Colts  Arms  Company  have  sent  to  me  an  ammuoitioo 
chest,  with  tray  and  tin  cartridge-holder,  and  a  carriage  body,  with 
elevating  and  rotating  apparatus,  as  samples  of  what  are  needed  in  the 
new  carriages  to  be  made  here  under  your  instructions  of  the  14th  Jan 
nary.    These  arrived  here  on  Wednesday  last. 

I  find  that  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  visit  Hartford,  as  directed  Id 
your  letter,  and  propose  doing  so  on  Monday  next. 
Very  respectfully,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V.  HAG]SrER, 
Colonel  of  OrdMnee. 
The  Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Washington  City,  D.  C. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  May  11, 1871. 

Sirs  :  Will  you  please  send  to  this  office  a  list  of  the  coraponeutiwrt> 
of  the  Gatling  gun  !  Designate  the  screws,  pins,  &c.  It  is  needed  for 
reference. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BEXfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  United  States  Army, 
Colts'  Patent  Fire- Arms  Company, 

Sartfordy  Connecticut 


•  Hartford,  Connecticut. 

May  17, 1871. 

Dear  Sir  :  Herewith  please  find  list  of  parts  to  the  Gatling  guD,  a«< 
requested  in  your  favor  of  the  11th  instant.    Should  you  desire  any  ad 
ditional  information  we  shall  be  pleased  to  furnish  it. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

HUGH  HARBISON, 

Treasurer. 

MfQor  S.  V.  Ben^t, 

Ordnance  Officer,  Washington,  2>.  C 
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[Inclosnre.] 

Component  parts  of  Gatling's  battery-gnn. 
for  Government : 


Gun  as  first  constructed 


1  Main  shaft. 

2  Rear  plate,  into  which  the  bar- 

rels are  screwed. 

3  Front  plate  and  pin,  which  sup- 

port front  ends  of  barrels. 

4  Barrels. 

5  Cartridge-carrier. 

6  Lock-cylinder. 

7  liear-guide  nut  and  pin. 

8  Cockiug-ring. 

9  Cocking-ring  clamps. 

10  Spiral  cam. 

11  Breech-casing. 

12  Cascable-plate. 

13  Diaphragm. 

U  Diaphragm-plug. 

15  Gear-wheel. 

16  Pillion. 


17  Crank  shaft  and  pin. 

18  Crank. 

19  Gun  frame,  1  cap,  and  1  screw. 

20  Trunnions. 

21  Hopper,  hopper-hinge,  and  pin. 

22  Bear-sight  and  6  screws. 

23  Front-sight. 

24  Lock  butt  and  pin. 

25  Lock-tube,  or  plunger. 

26  Lock-hammer. 

27  Lock-spring. 

28  Firing-pin. 

29  Extractor  and  piu. 

30  Casing-screws,  6. 

31  Eear  cam  screw. 

32  Hopper-screws,  2. 

33  Bear-sight  screw. 


APPENDAGES. 


1  wipiug-rod. 
1  shell-driver  rod. 
1  diaphragm    plug-wrench    and 
screw-driver. 


1  pin-wrench. 

2  gear- extractors. 


[Second  Inclosnre.] 

Component  parts  of  the  Gatling  battery-gun.    Gun  as  now  constructed : 


1  Main-shaft. 

2  Bear-plate,    into    which    the 

bands  are  screwed. 

3  Front-plate  and  pin,  which  sup- 

port the  front  ends  of  the 
barrels. 

4  Barrels. 

5  Cartridge-carrier. 

6  Lock-cylinder. 

7  Rear-guide  nut,  and  pin. 

8  Cocking-device. 

9  Spiral-cam. 

10  Breech-casing. 

11  Cascable-plate  and  plug-chain. 

12  Diaphragm,  sleeve,  and  4  screws. 

13  Plug,  1  handle,  1  hook,  1  rivet 

and  head,  1  stud,  and  1  screw 
(for  removing  the  locks.) 

14  Worm-gear. 

15  Worm. 

16  Crank,  shaft,  and  pin. 

17  Crank  and  latch. 


18  Gun-frame,  1  adjusting  screw, 

2  nuts,  and  1  cap. 

19  Trunnions. 

20  Hopper,     hopper-hinge,    and 

joint-pin^    catchscrew,    and 
spring. 

21  Bear-sight  and  six  screws. 

22  Front-sight  and  2  screws. 

23  Lock,  butt,  and  screw. 

24  Lock-tube,  or  plunger. 
•25  Lock-hammer. 

26  Lock-spring. 

27  Firing-pin. 

28  Extractor  and  screw. 

29  Casing-screws,  6. 

30  Bear  cam  screw. 

31  Hopper-screw. 

32  Bear-sight  screw. 

33  Cartridge-shell  ejector. 

34  Oscillating    screw  and 
spring    and  screw. 


nut,    1 
1    catch 


and  pin,  and  3  screws. 
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APPENDAGES. 

1  Wiping-rod.  1  Adjusting  screw-wrench. 

1  IShell-driver  rod.  1  Pin. 

1  Clamp    for  drawing  off  worm 
gear — 1  to  5  guns. 


Colts'  Patent  Fire- Arms  Manufacturing  Company, 

Hartford^  Connecticut^  May  26, 1871. 

General  :  I  have  caused  to  be  sent  you  by  express  to-day  the  sample 
altered  Army  pistol. 

There  are  some  points  of  difference  between  it  and  the  pistol  of  the 
same  kind  exhibited  to  you  in  the  winter. 

1.  The  hand,  or  pawl,  has  two  notches  in  it,  instead  of  being  in  two 
pieces. 

2.  The  extractor-case  is  shorter,  and  is  so  arranged  that  the  extractor 
is  made  to  lie  with  its  handle  close  to  the  barrel  without  any  careen  the 
part  of  t'iie  soldier. 

3.  The  new  breech-piece  is  case-hardened,  the  rear-sight  forms  one 
piece  with  it,  and  the  inside  of  the  gate  which  exposes  the  rear  of  the 
chambers  is  not  roughened. 

We  are  ready  for  an  inspection  of  this  work  now.  We  are  al8orea<lj 
for  an  inspector  of  the  nine  Gatling  guns,  and  need  cartridges  for  their 
trials. 

Colonel  Benton  informs  us  that  he  has  cartridges,  but  has  received 
no  instructions  concerning  inspection. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRAKKLIK, 
Vice  President^  Oeneral  Agent  Colt^  Arms  Company. 

Brevet  Major  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington^  D.  C. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Departhent, 

Washingtonj  May  29, 187L 

Sir  :  Your  letter  of  the  26th  instant,  with  the  sample  altered  Army 
pistol  to  which  it  refers,  has  been  received. 

The  pistol  has  been  examined,  and  is  found  to  be  defective  in  the  fol 
lowing  i)arts: 

1.  The  chambers  of  the  cylinder  will  not  receive  the  cartridges  which 
have  been  made  for  the  Colts  altered  revolver.  The  altered  pistol,  which 
you  left  in  this  office  some  time  ago,  was  used  as  a  guide  in  getting  up 
model  cartridges,  and  it  is  found  that  the  sample  cartridges  sent  to  this 
office  from  Springfield  armory  fit  well  in  that  pistol. 

It,  together  with  the  altered  i)i8tol  which  was  sent  by  you  on  the  26th 
instant,  and  some  of  the  Springfield  cartridges,  will  be  sent  your  com 
pany  to-day  by  express,  The  pistol  which  you  are  altering  for  this  De- 
partment should  take  these  cartridges. 

The  sharp  edges  of  the  cylinder  and  of  the  recoil  plate  are  veiy  ob- 
jectionable, and  should  be  removed.  All  sharp  edges  should  be  tAkeu 
oflf. 

The  other  changes  made  by  you  are  approved. 

You  will  x>lease  return  the  two  sample  pistols  to  this  office  as  soon  su^ 
the  alterations  shall  have  been  made.  The  sample  will  then  be  sealed 
and  sent  to  Major  Benton,  to  be  used  as  a  guide  in  his  inspection  of  the 
other  pistols. 
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He  will  be  instructed  to  commence  the  inspection  of  the  pistols  as 
soon  as  you  are  ready,  and  also  to  inspect  the  Gatling  guns  which  you 
report  as  ready. 
He  will  furnish  the  necessary  cartridges. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance  J  United  States  Anny, 
Gen.  W.  B.  Franklin, 

Vice-President  CoW  Patent  IHre-Arms 

Manufacturing  Company y  Hartford^  Conn. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington  May  29,  1871. 

Sir  :  The  Colts  Patent  Fire- Arms  Manufacturing  Company  having 
reported  the  nine  Catling  guns  ready  for  inspection,  you  will  be  pleased 
to  inspect  the  same;  after  which  they  will  be  turned  over  by  the  Colts 
Arms  Company  to  the  commanding  officer  of  Watervliet  arsenal.  All 
necessary'  cartridges  required  in  the  test  of  the  guns  will  be  furnished 
by  you. 

You  will  be  charged  with  the  inspection  of  the  Colts  altered  Army 
pistols,  as  soon  as  a  sample  pistol,  this  day  forwarded  to  the  Colts  Arms 
Company  irom  this  office,  is  returned  and  approved. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYEB, 
Chief  of  OrdnancCj  United  States  Army, 
To  the  Commanding  Officer 

Springfield  Armory, 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy^  New  YorJc^  June  1, 1871. 

General:  Your  instructions,  dated  January  14, 1871,  relative  to  the 
nine  Gatling  carriages  ordered  to  be  made  at  this  arsenal,  require  that 
the  carriages  should  be  completed  within  six  months  from  the  5th  instant, 
that  is,  by  July  5th  proximo.  Is  it  important  that  this  date  should  not 
be  exceeded  ? 

I  ask  now,  because  there  has  been  a  good  deal  of  delay  in  furnishing 
a  pattern  carriage,  and  particularly  in  completing  the  sample  feed- 
case — upon  the  size  of  which  the  dimensions  of  the  ammunition-chests 
depend,  (not  due  to  the  Ordnance  Department  at  all,)  and,  if  necessary, 
I  wish  to  put  on  some  extra  tbrce.  I  am  charging  all  expense  to  the 
"  sale  of  ordnance  stores,"  and  supposed,  therefore,  that  this  account 
would  not  necessarily  close  with  the  fiscal  year. 

The  feed-case,  modified  at  this  arsenal,  (now  appoved  by  General 
Franklin  and  Dr.  Gatling,  I  believe,)  economizes  space  so  much  that  it 
will  not  be  necessary  to  alter  the  chests  and  limbers,  as  suggested  by 
General  Franklin,  and  was  necessary  with  his  pattern  of  feed-case. 
Please  answer  promptly. 

Very  respectfully,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  of  Ordnance. 

The  Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Washington  City^  2>.  C 
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CoLTS'  Patent  Fire- Arms  Manufacturing  Co., 

Hartford,  Connectieuty  June  1, 1871. 

Dear  Sir  :  Your  valued  favor  of  the  29tli  ultimo  came  to  hand  thw 
inoruing,  also  the  pistol  and  cartridges. 

We  note  your  remarks  in  reference  to  the  size  of  the  chambers,  the 
sharp  edges,  &c.,  and  will  make  the  changes  indicated  at  once,  and 
return  the  pistol,  as  directed. 

The  Gatliug  guns  will  not  be  ready  for  inspection  for  some  two  oi 
three  weeks. 

We  remain,  general,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

HUGH  HARBISON,  Treawrer. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance,  Washington,  D.  C. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WashingtoHy  June  3, 1871. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  1st  instant,  and  to  star** 
that  the  time  need  not  be  restricted  to  that  named  in  the  order  for  their 
construction  of  the  Gatling  gun  carriages,  as  it  is  known  here  that  the 
guns  to  mount  upon  the  carriages  will  not  be  ready  within  that  time. 

All  the  expense  connected  with  the  construction  of  these  carriage> 
will  be  defrayed  from  proceeds  of  sale  of  ordnance  stores,  as  all  othei 
appropriations  revert  to  the  Treasury  on  the  30th  instant. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnaiut, 
Commanding  Officer, 

Watervli^t  Arsenal. 


National  Armory, 
Springfield,  Massachusetts,  June  5, 1871. 

Sir  :  I  have  to  report  that  I  visited  Colts'  Factory  on  the  3(1 
instant,  and  inspected  eight  Gatling  guns  for  the  State  of  Louisiaua. 
as  reciuested  by  General  I^ngstreet,  adjutant  general  of  the  State. 

I  also  ascertained  that  the  Gatling  guns  for  the  United  States  would 
not  be  ready  for  inspection  for  some  two  or  three  weeks. 

The  work  on  altering  the  United  States  Army  revolvers  is  progress- 
ing, but  as  I  have  not  yet  received  from  the  Ordnance  Office  the  model 
pistol,  I  have  not  felt  authorized  to  send  an  assistant  inspector  to  thf 
factory  to  overlook  the  work. 

As  I  understand  that  the  cartridges  for  these  pistols  are  already  made 
at  the  Frankford  arsenal,  1  would  suggest  that  twelve  thousand  be  8eut 
to  Hartford  to  my  address,  for  proving  the  pistols,  instead  of  having 
them  made  here,  as  you  have  directed  in  your  letter,  May  13. 
Your  obedient  servant, 

J.  G.  BENTON, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  Commanding. 
Chief  of  Ordnance, 

United  States  Army,  Washi}igton,  D.  C, 
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Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

Went  Troyy  yew  Yorky  July  31, 1871. 

Sir  :  The  feed-cases  used  for  the  10-barrel  Gatling  are  curved,  and 
occupy  more  space  than  the  straight  ones  supplied  to  the  6-barrel  gun. 
In  arranging  the  gun  limber^chests  I  am  able  to  make  room  for  seventy- 
two  of  these  curved  cases  for  each  chest,  and  so  informed  General 
Franklin,  requesting  him  to  supply  that  number. 

He  writes  that  his  company  are  bound  to  furnish  "  thirty  cases  only  per 
gun,  the  number  always  furnished,  and  if  more  are  required  an  addi- 
tional price  will  be  asked."  As  the  10-barrel  gun  empties  the  cases  so 
rapidly,  it  is  very  important  that  it  should  have  its  limber-chest  full, 
and  I  think  we  should  have  seventy  two  cases  for  each.  Shall  I  order 
them  ?  It  is  better  that  they  should  be  made  at  Colts'  where  they  have 
the  proper  tools,  as  so  few  are  needed. 

We  had  seventy-eight  cases  per  gun  of  six  barrels,  but  none  were  is- 
sued with  the  nine  guns  to  Colts'  Arms  Company.  As  the  straight 
cases  are  no  longer  used,  I  do  not  know  upon  what  rule  General  Franklin 
fixes  the  number  due  at  thirty  per  gun. 

Very  respectfully,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  of  Ordnance. 

The  Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Washingt07i  City. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  August  2,  1871. 

Sir  :  Colonel  Hagner  reports  that  in  making  the  gun  limber-chests 
for  Gatling  guns  he  can  make  room  for  seventy-two  of  the  curved  feed- 
cases  for  each  chest,  and  that  you  propose  to  furnish  only  thirty  of  the 
cases  with  each  gun ;  and  he  desires  to  know  if  he  shall  order  an  addi- 
tional quantity  so  as  to  have  the  complete  number  for  each  of  the  nine 
guns.  Before  answering  Colonel  Hagner,  be  pleased  to  inform  me  why 
thirty  cases  are  furnished  with  each  gun,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  none 
were  furnished  with  the  guns  delivered  to  you. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  in  Charge. 
General  W.  B.  Franklin, 

President  ColtfP  Patent  Fire-Arms  Company^ 

Hartford^  Connecticut. 


Office  of  Colts'  Patent  Fire-Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
Hartford^  Connecticut^  August  5, 1871. 

Major  :  Tour  letter. of  the  2d  instant  has  been  received.  Until  its 
receipt  I  had  been  under  the  impression  that  this  company  had  received 
the  feed-cases  with  the  nine  guns  turned  over  to  us  from  Watervliet.  1 
now  find  that  we  did  not  receive  these  cases,  and  therefore  ought  not  to 
be  obliged  to  furnish  them  with  the  nine  new  guns. 

Of  course  the  above  explains  why  we  are  (or  were)  furnishing  thirty 
cases  for  each  gun.    Our  foreman  thought  from  Colonel  Hagner's  con- 
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versation  that  he  intended  to  make  the  cases  himself,  after  thirty  that 
we  had  sent  him,  altered  materially  from  what  they  had  been  hefore, 
by  his  direction.  Then,  when  the  new  guns  arrived  at  Watervhet,  Col- 
onel Hagner  wrote  us  that  no  feed-cases  where  with  them.  So  we, 
thinking  we  were  expected  to  furnish  them,  put  them  in  hand  at  once. 
We  will  furnish  any  number  that  you  may  require  at  their  actual  cost, 
and  if  the  Government  knows  the  entire  bill  against  the  nine  guns  on 
account  of  carriages,  &c.,  at  Watervliet,  we  will  be  glad  to  have  Colonel 
Crispin  authorized  to  pay  us  the  balance  of  the  deposit  now  in  his 
hands,  provided,  of  course,  the  carriages  are  finished. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIK, 
Vice-President  and  General  Agent  ColUP  Arms  Co. 

Major  S.  V.  Ben6t, 

United  States  Ordnance  Department^ 

in  charge  of  Bureau^  Washington^  D.  C. 


[lodorsement.! 

Ordnance  Office,  August  7, 1871. 

The  within  copy  of  a  letter  from  General  Franklin  is  respectfully  re- 
ferred to  Colonel  Hagner.  who  is  authorized  to  procure  from  the  Colts' 
factory  such  number  of  teed  cases  as  may  be  required  to  complete  the 
nine  carriages,  the  number  purchased  to  be  regularly  inspected  before 
being  paid  for. 

Colonel  Hagner  will  also  be  pleased  to  report  the  cost  of  the  car- 
riages, with  the  view  of  ascertaining  if  the  amount  heretofore  deposited 
by  General  Franklin  is  sufficient  or  otherwise. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  in  Char^. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy^  New  Yorlc^  August  23, 1871. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  a  statement  showing  cost  of  fabri- 
cating nine  Gatling  carriages  at  this  arsenal,  in  accordance  with  instruc- 
tions dated  January  14, 1871. 

Also,  sums  paid  for  freight  and  cartage  chargeable  to  the  company,  aod 
reported  cost  of  30  feed-cases,  which  I  suppose  are  chargeable  to  the 
United  States,  as  no  feed-cases  were  supplied  to  the  company  with  the 
six-barrel  guns.    I  propose  making  here  the  additional  cases. 

I  have  here  a  sample  gun-carriage  and  ammunition-chest  and  feed 
case  belonging  to  the  company.  Who  should  pay  the  cost  of  retuniing- 
them? 

Very  respectfully,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V:  HAGNER, 

CoUmely  Commanding. 
The  Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Washington  City, 
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(Inclosure.) 

Cost  of  fabricating  nine  Oatling  gimearriages,  with  limhers  and  chests^  at 

Wat^rvliet  arsenal.  New  YorJc,  1871. 

Labor  and  materials,  smiths'  shop $099  09 

Labor  and  materials,  carriage-makers'  shop 658  44 

Labor  and  materials,  iinishing-shop 753  59 

Labor  and  materials,  paint-shop 99  00 

Total 2,510  12 

Per  gun-carriage,  $278  90. 

Furnished  by  company: 

9  traversing  beds,  cast-iron,  rough. 
9  elevating  boxes,  cast-iron,  rough. 

Freight  paid  at  Watervliet  arsenal.  New  York: 

To  railroad  company,  freight  from  Hartford,  on  sample  gun- 
carriage  and  chest  and  feed-case $5  40 

On  3  cases  of  castings 4  86 

On  9  cases. of  guns,  $22  50,  refunded  by  Colts'  Arms  Company 
On  box  of  feed-cases,  as  below,  (not  charged  to  company,  $1  75.) 

Cartage  paid  at  Watervliet  arsenal: 

Castings.  3  boxes 1  50 

Guns,  9  boxes 3  00 

14  76 

Furnished  by  the  company  per  contra : 
30  feed-case  tins,  reported  cost,  $2  58  each. 

N.  B. — As  no  feed-cases  were  delivered  to  the  company  with  the  six- 
barrel  gans,  perhaps  the  company  was  not  bound  to  furnish  them. 
This  point  left  for  decision.    * 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  of  Ordnance,  Commanding, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Bepartjvient, 

Washington  August  25, 1871. 

Sib  :  I  inclose  for  your  information  and  use  in  the  final  settlement 
with  the  Colts  Arras  Company,  under  the  instructions  to  you  from  this 
office  of  January  5,  1871,  a  statement  of  the  "cost  of  fabricating  nine 
Gatlinggun-carriages,  with  limbers  and  chests,  at  Watervlietarsenal,  New 
York,  1871,"  which  has  been  furnished  this  office  by  the  commanding 
officer  of  Watervliet  arsenal. 

The  item  of  "  30  tin  feed-cases^  is  not  a  proper  charge  upon  the  with- 
in statement,  but  will  be  paid  by  General  Hagner. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  in  Charge. 
The  CoiviMANDiNG  Officer, 

New  York  Agency. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  Auffust  25, 1871. 

Sir  :  Your  letter  of  23d  is  received.  You  are  authorized  to  prepaiv 
the  additioual  feed-cases  required  for  the  nine  Gatliug  p^uus,  aB  sng- 
gested  by  you  ;  and  the  cost  of  returniug  to  Colts'  Arms  Company  the 
sample  guu-earriage  and  ammunition-chest  and  feed-case,  will  be  borne 
by  the  United  States. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENfiT 
Major  of  Ordnance^  in  Charge. 
The  Co^voiANDiNa  Officer, 

Watervliet  Arsenal. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troyj  New  Torky  August  25, 1871. 

Sir  :  General  Franklin  has  written  to  say  that  he  has  two  hundred 
and  forty  tin  cases  on  hand  which  he  desires  me  to  take  at  the  cost 
price  to  his  company^Hseventy-five  cents  each.  Although  1  feel  sare 
that  with  our  machines  we  can  make  the  feed-cases,  complete,  at  far 
less  price  than  his  have  cost,  I  think  it  only  fair  to  take  from  him  the.^ 
tins  at  the  price  he  names,  and  1  have  agreed  to  do  so.  I  have  asked 
for  an  explanation  regarding  the  reported  cost  of  the  thirty  complete 
cases  sent  with  the  guns,  and  I  think  it  would  be  well  to  await  his  an- 
swer before  acting  on  my  report  of  23d  instant,  so  far  as  these  thirty 
cases  are  concerned. 

Very  respectfully,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  of  Ordnance. 
To  the  Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Washington  City^  2>.  0. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York.] 

Western  Union  Military  Telegraph, 

War  Department^  September  6,  1871 — 12,50. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington^  £>.  C: 

Have  the  nine  Gatling  guns  from  Colts'  Company  been  received  at 
Watervliet!    Please  answer  to  reach  here  by  1. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WMhitigton^  September  6, 1871. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Greene  and  Houston  streets^  Netc  York : 

I  believe  not.    No  report  from  Watervliet  on  the  subject. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  in  Charge 
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Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 
West  Troy,  New  York^  September  6,  1871. 

To  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  Washington  City^  D.  C. : 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inclose  a  corrected  statement  of  the  cost  of 
fabricating?  the  nine  Gatling  carriages,  differing  from  the  one  forwarded 
on  the  27th  ultimo,  as  follows:  First,  increase  in  cost  of  work  done  in 
finishing  shop,  (owing  to  error  in  report  of  master  armorer;)  for  $753  59 
read  $798  59,  making  total  cost  of  the  nine  cariages  $2,555  12,  and 
of  each  carriage,  $283  90;  and  giving  credit  to  the  Colts  Arras  Company 
as  follows:  30  feed-cases,  complete,  at  $2  58,  $77  40;  240  feed-case  tins, 
at  75  cents,  $180;  1  packing-box,  $2  57. 

I  also  inclose  duplicate  receipts  for  the  guns,  feed-cases,  &c.,  signed 
by  the  acting  ordnance  store-keeper  at  this  arsenal. 
'I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  &c., 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 

Colonel  of  Ordnance, 


Cost  of  fabricating  nine  Gatling  gun-carria^ges^  with  limbers  and  chests^  at 

Watervliet  arsenal,  Neic  York,  1871. 

Labor  and  materials: 

Smiths'  shop $999  09 

Carriage-makers'  shop 658  44 

Finishing-shop  798  59 

Paint-shop 99  00 

Total 2,555  12 

Per  gun-carriage,  $283  90. 

Furnished  by  the  company: 

9  traversing-beds,  cast-iron,  rough. 


y  traversing  beas,  cast-iron,  rougli. 
9  elevating-boxes,  cast-iron,  rough. 


•    « 


!N.  B. — As  no  feed-cases  were  delivered  to  the  company  with  the  6- 
barrel  guns,  perhaps  the  compan^^  was  not  bound  to  furnish  them. 
This  point  is  left  for  decision. 

Freight  paid  at  Watervliet  arsenal,  New  York,  to  railroad  com- 
pany : 

Freight  from  Hartford  on  sample  guns,  carriage  and  chest, 

and  feed-case $5  40 

On  3  cases  of  castings 4  86 

On  9  cases  of  guns,  $22  50,  (refunded  by  Colts'  Arms  Co.) 
On  box  of  feed-cases,  as  below,  (not  charged  to  company,) 

10  26 

Cartage  paid  at  Watervliet  arsenal: 

Castings,  3  boxes $1  50 

Guns,  9  boxes 3  00 

4  60 
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Furnished  by  tbe  company,  per  contra: 

30  feetlcases,  complete,  at  $2  58. $77  40 

240  feedcase  tins, at  75 cents 180  W) 

1  packing-box 2  57 


P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  of  Ordnance^  Commanding, 

Watervliet  Arsenal,  September  6, 1871. 


Received  at  Watervliet  Arsenal,  New  York,  this  2l8t  day  of  Joly, 
1871,  of  Colts'  Patent  Fire- Arms  Manufacturing  Company,  the  follow- 
ing ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  as  per  invoice  dat«d  the  13th  day  of 
July,  1871 :  9  Gatling  guns,  caliber  .50-inch ;  30  feed-oases,  complete,  at 
$2  58;  240  feed-case  tins,  at  75  cents;  9  boxes,  packing  for  guns;  1 
box,  packing  for  tins. 

J.  W.  MACLAY, 
First  Lieutenant  Ordnaneej  Acting  Ordnance  Storekeeper. 


Office  of  the  United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

No.  146  Greene,  corner  Houston  Street, 
Army  Building,  Post-Office  Box  1811, 
New  York  City,  September  12, 1871. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  report  that  I  have  settled  with  the  "  Colt^^ 
Patent  Fire  Arms  Co.,"  and  received  from  them  the  sum  of  $2,569  88, 
in  payment  for  the  gun-carriages  made  at  Watervliet  arsenal,  and 
have  respectfully  to  suggest  that  this  amount  be  tran8ferre<i  to  the 
commanding  ofl&cer  of  Watervliet  arsenal,  to  be  taken  up  by  him  on 
the  appropriation  to  which  it  may  belong. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 
Major  S.  V.  Ben^t, 

In  charge  of  Ordnance  Office,  Washington,  D.  C* 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  September*  13, 1871. 

Sir  :  Major  S.  Crispin  has  been  instructed  to  turn  over  to  you  tht* 
sum  ot  $2,569  88,  which  he  has  received  from  the  Colts  factory,  in  set- 
tlement for  the  Gattling  carriages,  made  at  Watervliet  arsenal,  to  r*^ 
place  those  which  had  been  furnished  to  that  factory. 

This  amount  will  be  tiiken  uj)  under  the  appropriation  for  ordnance 
service,  and  will  be  available  for  expenditure  at  the  post. 
Eespectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  Y.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  in  Charge. 
Commanding  Officer  Watervliet  Arsenal. 

P.S. — ^This  money  is  intended  to  replace  the  fundsexpended  in  making 
the  carriages  from  Vhatever  appropriation  they  may  have  been  taken. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  September  13, 1871. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  your  letter  of  12th  instant, 
and  to  diitjct  that  you  turn  over  to  Colonel  P.  V.  Hagner,  commanding 
Watervliet  arsenal,  the  sum  of  $2,569  88,  the  amount  received  by 
you  from  the  Colts  factory,  in  payment  for  the  Gatling  gun-carriages, 
made  at  Watervliet,  to  replace  those  heretofore  furnished  to  that  com- 
pany. 

Colonel  Hagner  has  been  advised  that  this  sum  would  be  sent  to  him 
by  you. 

Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  iii  Charge, 
Commanding  Officer  Keic  Yoric  Agency. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 
West  Troy,  New  York,  September  12,  1871. 

Sir  :  General  Franklin  writes  that  Major  Crispin  has  settled  with  him 
according  to  the  amended  statement  I  forwarded  to  you,  September  6, 
except  paying  for  the  feed-cases  and  tins,  receipted  for  by  ordnance  store- 
keeper and  reported  on  my  statement  as  due  to  Colts'  Arms  Company, 
$259  97. 

Please  inform  me  whether  I  shall  pay  this  sum ;  and,  if  so,  from  what 
fund — "  sale  of  ordnance  stores,^  or  "  purchase  of  ordnance  stores ; "  and 
whether  the  feed-cases  yet  to  be  made  shall  be  charged  to  the  same  fund. 
Very  respectfully,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 

Colonel  of  Ordnance. 
The  Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Washington,  D,  C. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  September- 14, 1871. 

Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter  of  12th  instant,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
feed-<;a8es  and  tins  which  you  have  ordered  from  the  Colts  Arms  Com- 
pany  will  be  paid  by  you  from  the  funds  to  be  turned  over  to  you  by 
Major  Crispin,  as  per  advice  from  this  Bureau  of  yesterday's  date. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  in  Charge. 

Commanding  Officer, 

Watervliet  Arsenal. 


Washington,  April  15, 1872. 
C.  J.  McGowAN  recalled. 
By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  you  the  correspondence  that  passed  between  Colonel  Crispiii 
and  General  Franklin  in  relation  to  Gatling  guns  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Are  there  instructions  and  orders  in  that  correspondence  concern- 
ing the  delivery  of  the  carriages  of  the  Gatling  guns  f — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  yon  chief  clerk  at  the  ordnance  office  in  New  York  at  that 
time  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge  that  the  Gatling  guns  were  sent  to  the 
Eemingtons? — A.  No. 

[The  correspondence  produced  by  the  witness  is  annexed  to  the  testi- 
mony, and  marked  Exhibit  No.  22.] 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  that  carriages  of  Gatling  guns  w^ere  sent  down 
from  Watervliet  arsenal  to  your  office  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  To  whom  were  they  delivered  ! — A.  They  wer^  brought  to  New 
York  on  the  7th  of  February — telegraphed  for  to  Watervliet,  and  sent 
to  New  York. 

Q.  To  whom  were  they  delivered  ? — A.  They  were  delivered  to  Aa»tiu 
Baldwin  &  Co.,  I  think,  at  the  request  of  the  Colts  Arms  Company— a 
verbal  request. 

Q.  Who  made  that  verbal  request! — A.  I  cannot  state  positively  who 
made  it ;  there  is  nothing  on  file  about  it,  I  think.  Very  often  persons 
make  such  requests. 

Q.  Is  there  any  evidence  of  that  verbal  request ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  General  Franklin  testified  that  he  rflid  not  know  anything  abtwt 
it. — A.  General  Franklin,  if  I  remember  aright,  testified  that  these  car- 
riages were  sent  directly  to  the  Eemingtons. 

Q.  He  said  they  were  sent  down  to  New  York ;  that  he  had  given  uo 
orders  about  the  matter. — A.  I  think  he  has  forgott>en  that  he  signal 
the  receipts  for  those  carriages  on  the  14th  of  February,  which  are  in 
the  papers  I  have  here. 

Q.  Do  you  say  they  were  delivered  to  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  ?— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  By  order  of  the  Colts  Company? — A.  It  must  have  been  by  their 
order,  or  they  would  not  have  been  delivered  to  them. 


Exhibit  No,  22. 

# 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department. 

Washington^  January  o,  1871. 

Sir  :  Upon  the  application  of  the  Colts  Arms  Company  you  will  make 
requisition  upon  Colonel  Hagner  for  the  delivery  to  them  of  nine  3 
caliber  Gatling  guns  and  carriages,  on  hand  at  the  Watervliet  arsenal 
This  will  be  done  upon  the  Colts  Arms  Company  depositing  with  you 
the  sum  $14,400,  and  giving  you  a  written  agreement  to  deliver  at  tbe 
Watervliet  arsenal,  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States,  within  six  months 
from  this  date,  the  same  number  of  guns  and  carriages ;  the  guns  to  be 
fitted  with  improved  extractors  of  the  latest  pattern,  and  the  carriages 
to  have  a  traveling  motion.  It  being  understood  that  the  carriages 
are  to  be  made  by  the  Ordnance  Department  at  the  Watervliet  arsenal^ 
and  at  the  expense  of  the  Colts  Arms  Manufaeturing  Company,  who, 
upon  the  fulfillment  of  their  agreement,  are  to  receive  from  the  United 
States  the  difference  between  the  amount  deposited  (114,400)  and  the 
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cost  of  making  the  nine  gun-carriages.    The  guns  are  to  be  inspected 
by  an  officer  of  the  Ordnance  Department. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYEE, 
Chief  of  Ordnance  United  States  Army. 
CoMMANDiNa  Officer, 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency. 

P.  S. — ^The  agreement  must  be  sent  to  this  office. 

S.  V.  B. 
A  true  copy  of  original, 

CHAS.  J.  McGOWAN, 
Chief  Cleric  U.  8.  Ordnance  Agency ^  New  York. 


Office  OF  Colts'  Patent  Fire-Arms  Manufacturing  Co., 

Hartford,  Coniiecticut,  January  9,  1871. 

The  Colts  Patent  Fire-Arms  Manufacturing  Company,  hereby  agrees 
to  deliver  at  the  Watervliet  arsenal,  free  of  cost  to  the  United  States, 
within  six  months  from  the  5th  instant,  nine  .50-inch  caliber  six-bar- 
reled guns  and  carriages ;  the  guns  to  be  fitted  with  improved  extractors 
of  the  latest  pattern,  and  the  carriages  to  have  a  traversing  motion. 
The  carriages  are  to  be  made  by  the  Ordnance  Department,  at  the 
exi>ense  of  the  Colts  Arms  Manufacturing  Company,  and  that  company 
is  to  receive  from  the  United  States,  when  the  guns  are  delivered  and 
the  cost  of  the  carriages  determined,  the  difference  between  the  amount 
$14,400  and  the  cost  of  the  carriages. 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-President  Colts'  Anns  Company. 

( Indorsement  on  the  foregoing :)  United  States  ordnance  agency.  New 
York,  January  9,  1871.  Respectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance 
in  accordance  with  instructions  of  January  5,  1871.  S.  Crispin,  Brevet 
Colonel,  United  States  Army,  Major  of  Ordnance. 


Office  of  U.  S.  Ordnance  Agency, 
No.  146  Greene,  corner  Houston  Street, 

Army  Building,  P.  O.  Box  1811, 

New  York  City,  January  9, 1871. 

Sib  :  I  will  thank  you  to  be  kind  enough  to  invoice  to  me,  and  ship 
to  the  Colts  Patent  Fire-Arms  Company,  nine  .50inch  caliber  Gatlin 
gans,  and  the  limber  ammunition  chests  belonging  to  the  carriages. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  sevant, 

S.  CEISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  U.  S.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 

To  the  CoMMANDil^G  Officer, 

Watervliet  Arsenal,  West  Troy,  N.  Y. 
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Office  of  TJ.  S.  Ordnance  Agency, 

No.  146  Greene  corner,  Houston  Stree, 

Army  Building,  P.  O.  Box  1811, 

New  York  Cityj  January  13, 1871. 

General  :  T  inclose  herewith  invoices  and  duplicate  receipts  for  nine 
Gatling  guns,  &c.,  shipped  to  your  address  from  the  Watervliet  arsenal 
Please  sign  the  receipts  and  forward  them  to  my  address. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  TJ.  8.  A.y  Major  of  Ordnanct, 
General  William  B.  Franklin, 

Vice-President  Colt^  Patent  Fire- Amis  Co>j  Hartford^  Conn. 


Form  No.  7. 

(Copy.) 

For  issue  or  transfers  of  ordnance  stores. 

Received  at  Hartford,  Connecticut,  this  17th  day  of  January,  1871.  ot 
Brevet  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  major  of  ordnance,  the  following  ordnance 
and  ordnance  stores,  as  per  invoice,  dated  the  13th  dav  of  Janaarv. 
1871 : 

9  Gatling  guns Caliber  .50  inch. 

9  Ammunitionchests do. 

2  Butt-gear  extractors do. 

2  Eye-pin  wrenches do. 

2  Screw-drivers  and  fork- wrenches do. 

2  Shell-extracting  rods do. 

2  Wiping-rods do, 

12  Cut-offs,  (Steel) do, 

21  Butt  gear-pins do. 

21  Extractor-hooks do. 

21  Extractor-pins do. 

21  Firing-plugs da 

7  Locks,  extra do. 

21  Lock-springs do. 

9  Boxes,  packing 

HUGH  HARBISON, 

Treasurer  Colts*  Patent  Fire-Anns  Manufacturing  Company. 


The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company. 

&C.  &G.  &G. 

Kew  York,  February  7, 1871. 

To  Commanding  Officer,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy  J  N.  T.  : 

Please  ship  to  my  address  nine  (0)  carriages  adapted  to  the  Gatling 
guns  and  limber-chests,  sent  to  Colt's  factory,  on  my  requisition  of  Jan 
uary  ninth  (9th.) 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  U.  S.  A.j  Major  of  Ordnanct^ 
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Office  op  U.  S.  Ordnance  Agency, 

No.  146  Greene,  corner  Houston  Street, 

Army  Building,  P.  O.  Box  1811, 
New  York  Cityj  February  14,  1871. 

General:  I  inclose  herewith  invoice  and  duplicate  receipts  for  nine 
Gatlin  carriages  and  limbers,  for  half-inch  gans,  and  eighteen  handspikes- 
trail,  shipped  on  the  11th  inst. 
Please  sign  the  receipts  and  forward  them  to  my  address. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 
General  Wm.  B.  Franklin, 

Vice-President  Golts^  Patent  Fire- Arms  Co.,  Hartford,  Conn. 


Exhibit  No.  22. 

Form  No.  7. 

(For  issues  or  transfers  of  Ordnance  Stores,) 

Recjeived  at  New  York  City,  this  14th  day  of  February,  1872,  of  Bvt. 
Col.  S.  Crispin,  major  of  ordnance,  the  following  ordnance  and  ordoanoe 
stores,  as  per  invoice  dated  the  14th  day  of  February,  1871 : 
9  Gatling  carriages  and  limbers,  for  half-inch  guns. 
18  handspikes,  trail. 

(In  duplicate.)  -   W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 

V.  Pres,  Colts  Arms  Co. 

1  hereby  certify'  that  these  papers  are  true  copies  of  the  originals  on 
file  in  this  office. 

CHAS.  J.  MoGOWAN, 

Chief  Clerk. 
r.  S.  Ordnance  Agency, 

New  Yorky  April  13  1872. 


Washington,  April  15, 1872. 
U.  H.  Starkweather  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  having  been  at  the  War  Department  some 
time  in  the  month  of  December,  upon  the  matter  of  looking  after  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  son  of  Mr.  Brandegee  T — Answer.  It  was  in  January.  I 
was  at  the  War  Department  one  morning.  I  think  it  was  Saturday, 
the  20th  day  of  January,  if  that  was  Saturday.  It  was  very  near 
that  time.  I  went  to  see  the  Secretary  of  War  in  regard  to  a  letter 
that  I  had  received  with  reference  to  the  appointment  of  a  son 
of  Mr.  Brandegee  to  West  Point.  I  called  in  the  morning,  I  think 
between  9  and  10,  or  very  near  10  o'clock.  As  I  went  into  the  office 
of  the  Secretary  of  War,  which  is  the  corner  room,  I  saw  the  Sec- 
retary and  a  gentleman  sitting  on  the  sofa,  I  think  very  near  the  win- 
dow, opposite  the  door,  and  I  think  a  clerk  was  present.    This  gentle- 

41SA 
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man  was  sitting  on  the  sofa;  the  Secretary  was  turned  partially  toward 
him  as  he  sat  near  the  window,  bringing  them  both  nearly  before  ine.  I 
stepped  into  the  door,  saw  they  were  in  the  attitude  of  conversation, 
although  I  did  not  hear,  perhaps,  more  than  a  word.  I  did  not  hear 
enough  to  know  what  the  conversation  was  about.  I  did  qotknoir 
at  that  time  who  the  gentleman  was;  he  is  sitting  here  now,  [pointing: 
to  the  Marquis  de  Ghambrun.]  I  heard  him  drop  a  word  as  though  he 
was  in  conversation  (and  evidently  was  by  the  position)  with  the 
Secretary.  The  Secretary  turned  around  to  me,  held  out  his  hani 
and  said,  "How  do  you  do,  Mr.  Starkweather!''  If  the  gentleman 
was  conversing  when  1  came  in,  as  I  think  he  was  with  the  Secretanr. 
he  stopped  at  once,  so  that  I  did  not  hear  more  than  a  vroril, 
and  not  enough  of  the  conversation  to  even  learn  the  subject.  The 
Secretary  said  to  me,  "  What  can  1  do  for  you,  Mr.  Starkweather T  I 
immediately  asked  him  about  this  appointment,  and  conversed  with  him 
not  to  exceed  two  minutes.  I  told  him  my  request,  and  lie  replied  to  ii 
without  getting  up.  Having  finished  my  errand,  I  came  out.  1  uotioetl 
the  gentleman  sitting  there,  and  I  inferred  from  his  not  going  on  that 
lie  did  not  wish  to  go  on  while  I  was  there.    I  came  away  immediately. 

Q.  While  you  were  present  in  that  room,  was  any  letter  read  which 
the  Secretary  of  War  had  written  to  the  Secretary  of  State  ?— A.  There 
was  no  letter  read  and  none  exhibited. 

Q.  Did  the  Secretary,  while  you  were  there,  use  any  language  like 
this:  "1  am  the  Ordnance  Department?" — A.  Not  a  word  of  it.  Ire- 
member  about  this,  because  I  thought  the  gentleman  who  was  address- 
ing him  when  1  went  in  was  some  nervous  person  who  probably  did  not 
wish  to  go  on  with  the  conversation.  I  thought  of  it  at  the  time,  and 
came  away  perhaps  a  little  sooner  than  I  should  otherwise. 

By  Mr.  Schuez  : 

Q.  How  long  did  you  stay  there? — A.  I  do  not  think  it  was  over 
three  minutes. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  what  other  persons  were  present  in  the  room  !— 
A.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  other  person  but  the  clerk  of  the  Secre- 
tary while  I  was  there. 


Washington,  April  15,  ISTl 
John  Potts  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  W  hat  is  your  official  position  ! — Answer.  I  am  chief  clerk 
of  the  War  Department. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  chief  clerk  of  that  Department  ?— A. 
About  twenty  years,  possibly  more. 

.  Q.  Are  all  communications  that  are  prepared  for  the  signature  of  tht* 
Secretary  of  War  presented  to  him  by  yourself  I — A.  As  a  usual  thin?,  aO 
are ;  sometimes  the  Secretary  may  send  to  me  for  a  paper  in  the  middle 
of  the  day,  or  he  may  send  to  one  of  the  clerks. 

Q.  At  what  hour  in  the  day  are  the  communications  by  you  laid  be^ 
fore  the  Secretary  for  his  signature;  what  is  your  rulef — A,  The  rule 
is  after  business  hours,  after  3  o'clock,  I  present  the  mail  of  the 
office  for  the  Secretary's  signature.  He  signs  it  nine  days  out  of  teo 
after  three. 


SALE  OF  ARMS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT.       643 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  that  on  the  19th  of  January  the  Secre- 
tary called  for  his  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State  out  of  its  order  f — A. 
I  have  not. 

Q.  Would  you  not  recollect  it  if  he  had  called  for  it  out  of  its  order? — 
A.  I  think  I  should,  bat  I  could  not  be  certain  about  that. 

Q.  Did  you,  on  that  day,  present  the  communications  to  the  Secretary 
in  the  usual  way  for  his  signature! — A.  As  well  as  I  recollect,  I  did. 

Q.  When  a  paper  in  the  Department  is  called  for  by  the  Secretary 
out  of  the  usual  routine  is  there  not  a  memorandum  made,  and  is  it  not 
charged  to  him  as  delivered  out  of  the  regular  order! — A.  If  it  comes 
from  the  record-room  it  is  so :  if  it  comes  from  me  it  is  not  so. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  record-room  to  see  if  any  call  was  made 
for  this  letter  from  the  record-room  to  him  ! — A.  I  have  not. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  exactly  on  what  day  the  letter  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  Secretary  Fish  was  signed  I — A.  I  do  not ;  all  letters  are 
signed  on  the  date  they  are  written. 

Q.  What  day  is  it  dated? — A.  I  think  the  19th  of  January  5  I  do  not 
recollect. 

Q.  What  day  of  the  week  was  the  19th  of  January  ! — A.  I  do  not 
recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  any  interview  that  took  place  between  the  Sec- 
retiiry  of  War  and  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  about  that  time! — A.  I 
recollect  seeing  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  in  the  Secretary's  room. 

Q.  On  what  day  ! — A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  date. 

Q.  Your  impression,  then,  is  that  the  letter  was  signed  on  the  19th,  in 
the  regular  course  of  business ! — A.  If  that  is  the  date  of  the  letter.  I 
do  not  recollect  the  letter. 

Q.  Then  your  impression  is  that  you  presented  it  after  business 
hours! — A.  Alter  3  o'clock. 

Q.  And  it  remained  in  his  hands  how  long  ! — A.  Only  long  enough  for 
him  to  sign  it,  and  then  was  taken  by  me  to  my  room.  He  signs  the  let- 
ters and  they  are  taken  to  the  room  by  me,  and  I  take  them  back  after 
having  been  signed. 

Bv  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Do  you  remain  present  while  he  signs! — A.  I  hand  him  the  letters 
one  by  one.    He  signs  them  in  my  presence. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  any  copy  was  made  of  that  letter  ! — A. 
I  have  no  recollection  that  one  ever  was  made. 

Q.  Would  you  be  able  to  say  that  there  was  no  copy  made! — A. 
Without  examination,  I  could  not  say.  I  have  no  recollection  that  any 
copy  was  made. 

Q.  Was  there  first  a  draught  made  of  the  letter  which  was  submitted 
to  the  Secretary  ! — A.  Sometimes  the  letter  that  the  Secretary  signs  is 
written  first  and  the  draught  is  written  afterward.  Sometimes  the 
draught  is  written  first  and  the  letter  copied  from  it. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  it  was  in  this  case! — A.  Xo,  sir;  because 
it  was  done  in  a  room  adjoining  mine.  The  letters  are  given  to  the  cor- 
responding clerk.  He  prepares  the  letters  according  to  directions,  and 
at  3  o'clock  brings  them  to  me.  1  carry  them  to  the  Secretary.  He 
signs  them.  I  bring  them  out  and  return  them  to  him,  to  put  into  en- 
velopes and  put  into  the  mail.  * 
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Q.  When  such  a  letter  is  sent  ofif  is  there  a  copy  kept  of  it  at  the  De- 
partment?— A.  Ot*  course,  recorded  in  the  book. 

Q.  Is  that  copy  signed  f — A.  That  copy  is  not  signed  by  the  Secretary 
of  War  in  the  book.  His  name  is  aftixed  to  it^  but  it  is  not  his  auto- 
graph. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  That  is,  the  letter  with  his  signature  is  all  copied  throughout  !- 
A.  Yes,  sir,  verbatim,  on  the  record- book. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ: 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  copy  made  in  of  such  papers  f — A.  ^o.  sir. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  whether  in  this  case  the  draught  was  made  before  or 
after! — A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  to  have  seen  such  a  draught ! — ^A.  I  have  seen 
the  draught  of  the  letter  since. 

Q.  What  kind  of  paper  was  it  written  on  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect 

Q.  Was  it  written  on  the  usual  dispatch-paper — blue  paper?— A.  We 
do  not  use  dispatch-paper,  except  for  communications  to  Congress. 

Q.  Are  not  the  letters  you  send  to  the  Secretary  of  State  written  upon 
foolscap  paper  of  a  bluish  tint? — A,  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  bhie  paper  in  the  War  Department.  I  think  it  is  white  papa' 
entirely. 

Q.  You  have  seen  a  copy  of  this  letter  ? — A.  I  presume  I  saw  at  the 
time  the  letter  the  Secretary  signed^  and  I  have  seen  since  what  we  call 
the  rough  dranght  of  the  letter. 

Q.  Was  that  on  two  sheets  of  paper  pasted  together,  or  in  some  war 
attached! — A.  It  was  on  two  half  sheets  of  paper,  three  sides  of  which 
were  written  on. 

Q.  You  say  you  do  not  remember  whether  that  was  made  before  or 
after  ! — A.  I  do  not,  because  it  is  not  done  in  the  room ;  it  is  done  by  an- 
other person.  It  is  very  seldom  that  I  see  rough  draughts,  becaoiie 
they  are  committed  to  him ;  he  takes  care  of  them,  puts  up  the  letters, 
sends  them  to  the  mail,  and  then  sends  them  to  the  letter-room  to  be  re- 
corded on  the  book. 

Q.  Did  you  give  any  particular  attention  to  this  subject  when  itcame 
up  ! — A.  I  did  not ;  it  passed  through  my  hands  as  an  ordinary  basi* 
ness  matter. 


Wabhington,  April  15, 1872. 
S.  Y.  BEirtiT  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

.Question.  I  asked  you  the  other  day  to  examine  the  evidence  of  the 
Marquis  de  Chambrun  in  relation  to  an  interview  which  be  held  vitb 
you  on  the  19th  or  20th  of  January,  or  on  both  those  days,  at  the  Ord- 
nance Office.    Have  yon  done  so  ! — Answer.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  State  to  the  committee  what  those  interviews  were,  acconling  to 
your  recollection  ! — A.  I  had  two  interviews  with  the  Marquis  de  Cham- 
brun. One  was  between  the  12th  and  the  16th  of  January,  1872,  and  tht 
other  was  either  on  the  19th  or  20th  of  January.  1  fix  the  date  of  the  fiK 
interview,  because  on  the  12tli  of  that  month  we  received  certain  jiai^'P 
from  the  War  Department  that  came  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  aud  o: 
the  16th  those  papers  were  returned  to  the  War  Department,  and  it  wa.< 
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while  those  papers  were  in  my  possession  at  the  Ordnance  OflBce  that 
the  marqais  came  into  the  office  and  had  an  interview  with  me,  In  that 
interview,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  after  examining  his  testimony 
iu  the  matter,  he  made  inquiries  in  regard  to  the  lists  of  the  sales  of 
arms  which  were  being  prepared  by  the  War  Department,  and  also 
made  inqairies  in  regard  to  those  papers  that  had  come  from  the 
Secretary  of  State.  I  remember  that  I  remarked  to  him  that 
no  action  had  been  taken  on  those  papers  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
becanse  General  Dyer  was  sick;  and  in  that  connection  (whether  in 
answer  to  some  remark  of  his  or  not  I  do  not  know)  I  also  stilted  that 
it  would  take  probably  some  time  to  answer  those  questions,  and  as  I 
had  not  had  an  interview  with  General  Dyer,  I  did  not  know  exactly 
what  answer  wonld  be  given,  or  how  to  give  the  answer.  He  then 
asked  to  see  the  papers — I  happened  to  have  them  in  a  pigeon- 
hole on  my  desk — and  he  stated  that  he  thought  he  could  sim- 
plify the  matter,  or  words  to  that  effect,  because  there  were 
only  certain  i>ortions  that  he  thought  required  an  answer. 
He  took  the  papers  in  his  hand.  Those  papers  contained  the  letter,  or 
a  copy  of  the  letter,  of  Kemington  to  Le  Cesne,  and  also  what  puriK)rted 
to  be  the  copj'  of  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Squire  to  somebody  abroad.  The 
letter  was  in  the  French  language,  and  1  remember  that  in  looking  over 
tbem  he  asked  me  whether  I  understood  French,  or  whether  I  could 
read  French.  I  told  him  I  did  a  little.  I  got  up  from  my  desk,  and 
looked  over  the  letter  while  he  was  looking  at  it.  He  found  the  place, 
and  told  me  what  two  points  should  be  answered,  and  would  cover  all 
the  information  that  was  desired,  and  he  gave  as  a  reason  for  those  two 
points  being  answered  that  they  involved  questions  of  international 
law,  or  words  to  that  effect.  That  is,  I  think,  the  extent  of  the  first  in- 
terview, so  far  as  I  recollect. 

The  marquis  states  in  his  testimony  that  in  looking  over  these  papers 
be  found  they  were  marked;  that  the  portions  he  desired  to  point 
out  had  abeady  been  marked  with  red  or  blue  pencil,  showing,  as  he  said, 
that  1  knew  as  much  about  the  matter  as  he  did  himself.  That  was  an 
entire  mistake.  The  first  intimation  that  I  had  that  those  two  were  the 
points  that  should  be  answered  was  given  me  at  that  interview  by  the 
marquis  himself.  The  Secretary*  never  gave  me  that  information,  either 
before  or  after,  and  1  was  not  aware,  until  I  read  the  testimony  of  the 
marquis  that  he  and  the  Secretary,  or  Mr.  Bellonnet  and  the  Secretary, 
or  Mr.  Bellonnet,  the  marquis,  and  thfe  Secretary,  had  decided  upon  the 
pointsthat  had  to  be  answered.  I  was  not  aware  of  that  fact  until  I  read 
his  testimony.  1  mention  that  becanse  theiuterence  would  be  drawn  that 
I  knew  of  that  fact,  which  I  did  not.  I  think  the  marquis  is  also  mis- 
taken  

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  yon  right  there,  have  you  any  knowledge  now  of  that 
fact,  except  the  testimony  of  the  marquis? — A.  1  have  not.  The  Sec- 
retary has  never  mentioned  it  to  me.  I  will  state  further,  in  that  con- 
nection, that  when  a  paper  comes  to  our  Bureau  it  is  our  duty  to  reply 
to  the  whole  of  it,  and  therefore  when  I  made  a  reply  to  that  communi- 
cation, and  answered  only  a  portion  of  it,  1  felt  it  my  duty  to  state  that 
fact  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  which  1  did  verbally  after  1  made  that  in- 
clorsement.  I  remember  being  in  his  office,  and  1  made  a  remark  to  the 
efi'ect  that  I  had  only  answereil  those  two  points  in  the  communication, 
because  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  had  informed  me  that  would  cover 
all  the  information  desired.    Now,  in  regard  to  the  point  the  marquis 
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makes,  that  when  he  looked  over  those  letters  he  foand  they  were 
marked  with  a  red  pencil,  I  think  he  is  entirely  mistaken,  from  thi8 
fact:  that  I  remember  when  he  took  up  the  papers,  and  had  been  look- 
ing at  them,  he  had  some  little  ditiiculty  in  finding  the  places,  which  be 
would  not  have  done,  it  appears  to  me,  if  they  had  been  marked  with 
either  red  or  blue  pencil. 

By  Mr.  SCHTJRZ : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  they  were  marked  f — A.  No,  sir ;  I  do 
not  remember  at  all. 

Q.  Can  you  say  they  were  not  marked  f  A.  1  cannot  say  i)ositively 
that  they  were  not  marked.  But  that  fact,  it  appears  to  me,  would  show 
that  they  were  not.  I  merely  state  that  he  took  some  little  time  ia 
looking  over  it  before  he  could  catch  the  places  he  desired  to  point  out, 
and  it  appears  to  me  he  would  have  had  no  difficulty  in  catching  them 
had  they  been  marked  as  he  states.  I  think  it  probable  that  the  mar 
quis  was  led  into  that  mistake,  which  I  think  is  a  mistake,  from  thi:^ 
fact :  It  has  been  given  in  testimony  here  by  the  marquis  that  the  orig- 
inal letter  of  Mr.  liemington  to  Le  Cesne  was  given  to  him  by  me.  Uv. 
is  mistaken. 

Q.  How  is  that  ? — A.  The  original  copy  of  the  letter  from  Keminier- 
ton  to  Le  Cesne  he  states  was  given  to  him  by  myself.  The  manini^ 
has  forgotten.  That  is  a  mistake.  It  was  given  to  him  by  General 
Dyer  himself. 

*  By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Where  was  that  letter  at  this  interview  between  you  and  him : 
had  yon  it? — No,  sir  ;  I  think  one  of  the  clerks  had  it,  and  the  general 
called  for  it,  and  then  handed  it  to  the  marquis.  If  yon  will  allow  me  to 
go  back  a  little,  the  first  time  that  I  saw  the  marquis  was  prior  to  thi^ 
interview  I  have  been  relating.  A  gentleman  came  in  and  sat  by  Gen- 
eral Dyer  and  had  a  conversation  with  him,  which  I  did  not  hear,  or  if 
I  did  hear  any  few  words  they  were  not  in  connected  form,  so  that  1 
did  not  know  what  they  were  talking  about :  but  when  the  gentleman 
got  up  to  go  away,  some  remarks  passed  uetween  him  and  €reDeral 
Dyer,  to  the  effect  that  the  general  said  he  would  have  a  copy  of  that 
letter  made,  and  the  gentleman  said  he  would  not  give  him  trouble:  let 
him  have  it,  and  he  would  have  a  copy  made  and  return  it;  and  that 
was  the  letter.    That  wa«  just  about  the  statement  he  made. 

Q.  Has  that  letter  any  mark  with  pencil  on  it^ — A.  I  am  coming  to 
that.  The  marquis  did  not  return  that  letter  for  several  days,  until 
finally  General  Dyer  sent  for  it.  He  told  the  chief  clerk  to  go  for  it. 
The  chief  clerk  returned  and  reported  the  facts  in  the  case,  and  amou<: 
them  that  the  marquis  had  stated  that  he  would  have  returned  it,  bat 
he  had  just  received  the  letter  from  the  French  embassy,  and  had  it  in 
an  envelope,  but  he  thought  he  would  take  it  out  of  the  envelope  and 
put  it  in  another ;  and  finally  the  clerk  told  him  to  give  him  the  letter 
and  he  would  put  it  in  his  pocket.  That  letter,  as  you  can  see  by  insi)ec- 
tion,  has  red  marks  upon  it  that  w^ere  made  while  it  was  absent  fn>m 
our  office.  There  is  a  red  mark  opposite  a  certain  portion  in  regard  tu 
the  advances  of  moneys,  and  it  has  these  three  French  words  written 
down,  as  I  read  them,  "  avec  des  avancesP  I  think  those  marks  bein^: 
upon  that  letter,  the  marquis  in  giving  his  testimony  may  have  thought 
of  this  paper  when  he  was  speaking  of  the  other  paper.  I  throw  thai 
out  for  what  it  is  worth. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  that  copy  is  you  had  with  you  when  yon  had 
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this  interview;  where  is  it  now? — A.  It  maybe  la  the  Secretary's 
office :  I  tliiuk  it  is  not  in  our  office  at  present. 

Q.  Will  you  have  a  search  made  for  it,  and  see  if  that  letter  can  be 
found,  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whether  there  are  any  marks  upon  itt — 
A.  That  letter  has  marks  upon  it  now.  I  merely  give  that  testimony 
because  the  inference  would  be,  from  the  testimony  of  the  marquis,  that 
I  had  that  information  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  knew  what  I  had 
to  reply  to,  and  that  I  was  rather  deceiving  the  marquis  when  I  said  I 
did  not  know  what  to  do  in  giving  an  answer. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  I  see  on  this  letter  some  blue  marks. — A.  Those  blue  marks  were 
put  in  by  our  clerks  in  order  to  put  on  it  the  same  marks  that  were  put 
on  the  other  copy  after  it  left  our  office,  so  as  to  show  what  was  done 
with  the  other  copy. 

[The  committee  ordered  the  letter  to  be  placed  in  evidence,  and  it  is 
appended  to  this  testimony,  marked  Exhibit  No.  23.] 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  that  all  you  know  in  relation  to  that  interview  f — ^A.  That  is 
all  that  I  recollect  of  that  interview  just  now.  That  was  the  first 
interview  I  had  with  him,  between  the  12th  and  16th  of  January.  The 
next  time  that  the  marquis  came  into-  my  office  he  came  with  another 
gentleman  ;  I  cannot  be  positive  as  to  the  day ;  but  I  think  it  must  have 
been  the  19th  of  January  last. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Who  was  that  gentleman! — A.^'He  introduced  him  to  me,  but  I 
did  not  catch  his  name  then,  and  I  did  not  know  who  he  was,  but  I  re- 
member he  stated  that  he  was  a  gentleman  who  was  authorized  to  look 
into  this  arras  matter,  or  some  remark  of  that  sort.  I  did  not  catch  bis 
name,  and  I  did  not  know  what  his  name  was  until  I  looked  into  the  testi- 
mony, and  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  the  consul  at  New  York 
who  had  been  at  Charleston.  He  came  there  to  inquire  in  regard  to 
the  lists  of  sales  of  arms  we  were  getting  up  for  the  War  Department.  I 
do  not  remember  exactly  what  he  said,  but  I  remember  my  answer  to 
him  was  that  I  could  not  permit  an  examination  to  be  made  of  that 
paper  in  the  Ordnance  Office,  because  my  instructions  were  to  have 
it  prepared  and  send  it  to  the  War  Office,  and  that  there  the  Secretary 
would  give  such  instructions  as  he  pleased. 

Q.  I^t  me  put  a  general  question  right  here.  Do  you  permit  the  in- 
vestigation of  papers  in  your  Department,  without  the  authority  either 
of  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  or  the  Secretary  of  War,  by  private  persons  f — 
A.  It  depends  entirely  upon  the  paper.  When  the  Chief  of  Ordnance 
is  not  there  at  the  office,  I  am  obliged  to^assume  certain  responsibili- 
ties. 

By  Mr.  Logan  : 

Q.  At  either  of  these  interviews  did  the  marquis  bring  you  a  letter 
or  a  note  from  the  Secretary  of  War  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  but  General  Dyer 
informed  me,  at  his  first  interview,  to  which  I  have  referred,  that  he 
did  bring  something  from  the  Secretary — a  note  to  him,  General  Dyer, 
not  to  me. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  say,  then,  when  you  are  in  charge  of  the  Ordnance  Bnreaii| 
you  assume,  and  undoubtedly  have  the  right,  to  give  such  permission  t—> 
A.  Yes,  sir  ^  but  I  do  not  give  it  on  all  occasions. 
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Q.  The  question  I  meant  to  put  was  this :  whether  the  investi^tion 
of  papers,  accounts,  &c.,  without  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  War  or 
of  the  Chief  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  is  permitted  to  private  persons!— 
A.  In  certain  cases.  There  are  certain  things  in  which  I  would  not  he^ 
itate,  but  in  other  things  I  would.  For  instance,  a  gentleman  came  into 
the  office  on  Saturda^^  and  had  a  conversation  with  me  for  an  hour.  He 
was  very  anxious  tolook  into  some  official  pax)ers  we  had,  and  I  told  him 
I  could  not  permit  it,  and  that  if  he  went  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  aDd 
the  Secretary  called  for  a  report,  I  should  recommend  that  he  should 
not  be  permitted  to  see  those  papers  at  this  time;  in  the  future  the 
papers  were  all  to  be  exhibited.  Of  course,  that  had  nothing  to  do  with 
this  investigation. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Go  on  with  your  testimony. — A.  The  marquis  introduced  this  gen- 
tleman to  me,  and  I  gave  him  the  answer  I  have  repeated,  and  then  he 
stated  that  he  did  not  desire  to  examine  the  papers  there ;  he  merely 
came  to  make  inquiries.  He  was  anxious  to  see  them,  to  find  out  when 
they  would  be  finished ;  that  the  Secretary  had  promised  to  let  him  see 
them,  I  think,  in  the  office  of  the  chief  clerk  of  the  War  DepartmeBt; 
and  he  wanted  to  know  how  I  was  getting  along  with  them.  I  weot 
back  to  the  clerk's  room,  and  I  brought  the  papers  in  just  in  the  con- 
dition in  which  they  were.  Said  I,  "Here  are  the  papers;  we  have  some 
forty  or  fifty  pages,  and  it  will  take  the  copying  of  a  number  up  to 
sixty  pages  in  order  to  finish  it,  and  you  see  how  the  matter  stands.* 
He  took  it  up,  and  the  two  gentlemen  turned  over  the  leaves,  and 
looked  at  it  casually,  merely  to  see  how  the  information  was  given,  and 
seemed  to  be  very  well  satisfied  with  it.  Then  they  w^anted  to  know 
when  it  would  reach  the  War  Department.  I  said  it  was  my  intention 
to  send  the  papers  out  to  General  Dyer,  and  I  thought  they  would  be 
ready  to  send,  probably,  the  next  day.  That  is  the  reason  why  I  fix  the 
interview  on  the  19th,  because  it  was  Friday,  and  I  knew  it  would  take 
some  time  to  finish  the  copy,  so  that  I  thought  to  send  it  out  to  General 
Dyer  on  Saturday.  I  told  him  I  would  try  to  have  the  paper  before 
the  Secretary  of  War  on  Monday ;  but  General  Dyer  did  not  send  it 
to  me  until  Tuesday,  and  on  Tuesday,  the  23d,  it  was  sent  to  the  War 
Office.  That  is,  I  believe,  the  extent  of  the  interviews  I  have  had  with 
the  marquis. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau  that  the  Gatlinj 
guns  which  were  negotiated  for  by  Franklin  were  to  go  to  the  Keming- 
tons? — A.  Not  the  slightest. 

Q.  Had  you  any  suspicion  ? — A.  Not  the  slightest  suspicion. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  whether  application  was  made  by  the  Ordnance 
Bureau  to  General  Franklin  to  eftect  that  exchange  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Did  the  first  suggestion  to  that  eftect  come  from  him  T — A.  As  far 
as  I  know,  that  was  the  first  suggestion ;  that  is,  an  application. 
Whether  there  had  been  any  previous  conversations  I  do  not  know. 
There  had  been  none  with  me. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  This  exchange  of  those  guns  was  not  noted  in  your  annual  report 
I  believe  f — A.  It  was  not  noted  in  the  annual  report,  but  it  was  noted 
in  the  list  of  sales  that  has  been  published  by  Congress. 
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By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  In  a  note  1 — A.  It  was  in  a  note  appended  to  the  list  of  sales. 

Q.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  that  exchange  ? — A.  Nothing 
whatever,  except  what  appears  on  the  books. 

Q.  Did  the  correspondence  go  through  your  hands  ? — A.  I  presume 
some  of  it  may  have  done  so,  because  in  the  case  of  any  correspond- 
ence that  goes  out  of  the  office,  some  of  it  will  pass  through  my  hands 
or  be  placed  on  my  table,  so  that  I  read  it  even  if  I  have  not  written  it 

Q.  You  knew  of  it  at  the  time,  then  f — A.  O,  I  knew  the  transac- 
tion was  going  on.  I  have  here  two  papers  which,  I  think,  probably 
are  a  little  imjiortant.  On  pages  406,  406,  and  407  of  the  testimony  will 
be  found  some  papers  introduced  by  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  I  pre- 
same  they  were  translations  of  another  translation.  Probably  there 
were  two  translations  before  they  were  published,  and  I  think  they 
hardly  give  the  proper  meaning  of  those  two  letters.  I  have  had  accu- 
rate copies  made  from  the  files  of  my  office,  and  I  think  they  had  bet- 
ter be  ])ut  in. 

Q.  What  papers  are  they  T — A.  The  "  opinion  of  General  Dyer,  Chiet 
of  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  upon  the  Lindner  carbines,"  and  the 
"report  made  to  the  War  Department  concerning  the  relations  of  Mr. 
Squire,  agent  of  Mr.  Eemington  &  Sons,  with  this  Department,  and  the 
sale  of  Springfield  guns  made  by  this  Department  in  1870." 

[The  committee  ordered  the  papers  to  be  placed  in  evidence,  and  they 
are  appended  to  the  testimony,  marked  Exhibit  No.  24.] 

Q.  Can  the  Ordnance  Bureau  give  a  statement  of  the  number  of 
arms  in  the  arsenals  in  the  possession  of  the  Government  each  year  after 
1865  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  if  you  will  give  us  a  little  time. 

Q.  How  long  would  it  tiike ! — A.  I  presume  I  might  be  able  to  do  it 
this  week  ;  that  is,  if  you  give  me  a  few  days. 

Q.  Do  the  annual  reports  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau — ^I  have  not  looked 
over  them — give  statements  about  that  matter  f — A.  I  think  not.  Some 
re^rt  may  have  done  it  at  a  particular  time,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is 
usual. 

Mr.  Schurz.  If  you  can  have  that  statement  made  in  a  few  days,  I 
wish  you  would  do  so. 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir ;  I  will  get  up  a  statement  of  the  arms  in  the 
possession  of  the  United  States  at  our  arsenals  each  year  since  18G5  up 
to  date. 

Mr.  Ai^rES.  And  the  number  in  the  hands  of  the  troops, 

Mr.  Schurz.  In  the  possession  of  the  Government. 


Exhibit  No.  23. 

[Copy.] 

New  York,  Decetnher  13, 1870. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  jou  I  have  received  your  telegram 
of  the  10th  and  11th,  ordering  the  number  of  batteries  to  be  reduced  in 
number  to  fifty ;  and  informing  me  of  instructions  to  the  consul  regard- 
ing the  last  credit  to  him  of  three  millions  of  francs. 

Although  at  the  time  of  the  receipt  of  the  telegram  I  had  bought 
the  whole  number,  one  hundred,  and  had  paid  the  advance  required, 
•200,000,  the  Government  very  willingly  reduced  the  number  to  fifty. 
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With  regard  to  the  last  credit  of  three  millions  to  consul,  intended 
to  close  up  the  Springfield  purchase,  statements  following  invoice  to 
day  will  show  the  disposition  of  the  amount  paid  us  out  of  it  by  the 
consul. 

The  balance  of  the  three  millions  remaining  in  his  hands,  I  do  not 
know  if  he  has  paid  it  over  to  Dabney,  Morgan  &  Co.,  but  I  suppose  be 
has,  if  he  has  conformed  to  instructions. 

After  the  consul  received  your  telegram  to  place  the  whole  of  the 
three  milhons  with  Morgan,  he  requested  us  to  return  to  him  the  amount 
paid  us.  This  we  could  not  do,  as  a  considerable  iK>rtion  of  it  had 
been  already  paid  out  to  the  Government  for  the  purchases  contemplated 
by  you  this  money  should  be  applied  to.  We  therefore  could  see  no 
good  reason  for  non-compliance  with  the  consul's  demands  by  )»ayiDg 
back  to  him  the  amount,  and  he  i>ay  the  same  to  Messrs.  Morgan  & 
Co.,  and  then  we  draw  the  same  from  Morgan  &  Co.  I  trust,  with  this 
application,  our  action  will  be  approve*!  by  you.  Regarding  the  par 
chase  of  Springfields,  (transfoimed,)  Allin  system,  I  am  sorry  to  say 
the  greatest  number  we  may  hope  to  get  will  not,  I  fear,  exceed 
40,000.  The  Government  have  never  made  but  about  75,000,  all 
told,  and  40,000  is  the  greatest  number  they  think  it  prudeut  to 
spare.  I  may  be  able  to  procure,  depending  upon  an  exchange  of 
our  arm  at  some  future  time,  for  the  number  of  breech-loading 
Springfields  over  and  above  the  40,000  they  are  willing  to  let  go 
now.  This  question  of  an  exchange,  with  the  very  friendly  feeling  I 
find  existing  to  aid  France,  I  hope  to  be  able  to  procure  more.  Cart- 
ridges for  these  40,000  will  in  a  great  measure  require  to  be  made,  as 
the  Government  have  but  about  three  millions  on  hand.  But  the  Gov- 
ernment has  consented  to  allow  the  requisite  number,  400  for  each  gnn, 
to  be  made,  and  the  cartridge- works  have  had  orders  (given  yesterday) 
to  increase  production  to  the  full  capacity  of  works.  This  question  of 
making  the  cartridges  at  the  Government  works  was  a  difficult  one  to 
get  over.  But  it  is  done.  The  price  the  Government  will  charge  for  t}t6 
gun  and  cartridge  will  be  cost,  or  as  near  that  as  possible. 

The  40,000  guns  cannot  all  be  shipped  immediately,  as  they  are  dis- 
tributed in  the  various  arsenals  throughout  the  country. 

The  Chief  of  Ordnance  thinks  it  may  take  twenty  to  thirty  days 
before  all  could  be  brought  in ;  only  about  five  thousand  with  cartridge 
can  be  shipped  now,  and  those  are  not  in  Kew  York,  but  in  arsenals 
near  by. 

The  Chief  of  Ordnance  estimates  the  cost  of  the  arm,  inclnding 
boxing  and  exi>enses  of  freight  to  bring  them  to  Kew  York,  at  $!iO  60, 
currency.  This  price  I  have  agreed  to  pay,  and  have  made  the  necessary 
deposit. 

With  regard  to  the  2,900  sets  of  harness,  these,  too,  are  simflariy 
situated  as  the  guns,  they  being  in  the  various  arsenals  tbrongbont  the 
country.  The  Government  have  not  full  complete  sets  to  the  extent  of 
2,500,  after  selling  the  number  required  for  the  50  batteries;  some  parts 
are  wanting  in  order  to  complete  the  sets. 

I  have  made  arrangements  to  have  the  deficiency  made  good  by 
either  the  Government  or  by  outside  i)ersons. 

This  question  will  be  settled  to-day;  in  the  mean  time  the  Govein- 
ment  have  ordered  the  harness  to  be  sent  here  immediately. 

Such,  briefly,  is  the  situation  so  far  as  relates  to  batteries,  Spring- 
field breech-loaders,  and  harness  is  concerned.  I  wish  it  may  hav^ 
been  more  favorable. 

Notwithstanding  your  instruction  and  the  directions  received  by  the 
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agents  of  the  transatlantic  line  of  steamers,  private  parties  continue  to 
force  on  board  the  steamers  other  than  such  goo<1s  as  your  commission 
have  ordered  through  us,  and  to  be  placed  on  board  in  preference  to 
others.  The  last  steamer,  and  the  same  with  the  Pereire,  which  sails 
to-day,  some  of  our  arms  have  been  left  on  the  dock,  and  leather  goods 
of  Schuyler,  Ilartley  &  Graham,  for  parties  in  England,  have  taken 
their  place.  And  all  this,  too,  at  the  face  of  your  last  instructions  to 
Mackenzie  to  give  preference  to  '*  Remington  shipments.'^  If  Schuyler, 
Hartley  &  Graham's  leather  goods  are  for  the  Government,  possibly 
there  may  be  as  much  necessit3'  for  our  own.  Favoritism,  I  find,  to  a 
great  degree  prevails  here  in  the  shipping  of  goods,  and  money  is  paid 
for  the  purpose  of  procuring  such  favoritism. 

Colonel  Squire  acting  for  our  house  has  been  greatly  embarrassed  at 
times  in  carrying  out  instructions  in  consequence  of  it. 

Money  has  been  demanded  of  him  by  the  consul's  man,  H.  Chan- 
viteau,  in  order  to  procure  money  from  the  consul  in  payment  for 
advances  required  to  be  made  on  purchases  of  the  Government ;  $25,000 
was  paid  to  him  at  one  time ;  Mr.  Chauviteau  alleging  the  consul  did 
not  have  the  mmiey.  and  he  was  obliged  to  procure  it. 

The  amount  goiug  to  this  Mr.  Chauviteau,  or  some  other  person 
in  connection,  out  of  the  item  of  incidental  expenses,  I  have  refused  to 
be  paid  over  to  him,  as  I  consider  it  money  belonging  to  the  govern- 
ment, amounting  to  nearly  $30,000 ;  this,  and  more,  was  required  by 
this  man  (Chauviteau)  of  Colonel  Squire,  in  order  to  make  smooth  and 
facilitate  him  in  the  transaction  of  his  business  with  and  through  the 
consul. 

wit  do  not  know  that  the  consul  is  a  party  to  this.    That  it  was  done 
myb  his  knowledge  and  sanction,  or  approval,  I  have  no  doubt.    If,  on 

I  return  or  on  examining  of  the  matter,  you  think  it  right  that  this 
sum  or  any  other  shall  be  allowed,  then  it  may  be  paid  over.  You  will 
note  that  in  addition  to  this  amount,  this  man  claims  of  you  1  per  cent. 
OQ  all  transactions  with  the  consul  about  these  purchases  of  arms.  I 
understand,  and  have  been  told  by  Mr.  Hartley,  of  the  firm  of  Schuy- 
ler, Hartley  &  Graham,  that  they  have  paid  this  man,  and  it  was  neees- 
saiy  to  be  done,  and  that  in  this  case  they  charged  the  sum  paid  to  the 
goods — this  Colonel  Squire  refused  to  do.  I  only  regret  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  do  what  he  did,  but  to  have  reported  at  once  the  situation 
to  me  or  to  you.  If  what  is  3aid  here  openly  and  publicly  is  true,  or 
any  part  true,  it  would  seem  that  achange  would  be  to  the  interest  of 
your  government. 

The  consul,  not  speaking  English,  makes  it  somewhat  difficult  to 
transact  business.  In  what  I  have  done  or  said  in  this  matter  I  have 
no  personal  feeling  or  ends  to  gratify  or  to  accomplish. 

My  desire  is  to  do  my  duty  toward  your  government  so  long  as  I 
am  acting  for  it. 

I  have  stated  in  the  presence  of  the  consul,  to  Mr.  Chauviteau,  that 
I  must  withhold  paying  to  him  any  part  of  the  item  of  incidental  ex- 
penses, unless  he  could  clearly  show  he  was  entitled  to  receive  it;  that 
it  was  a  matter  for  you  to  decide. 

I  forgot  to  say  the  Government  have  not  Spencer  rifles,  having  never 
had  but  a  small  number  and  all  of  those  you  have  bought.  They  have 
about  three  to  four  thousand  transformed  Springfield,  .48  caliber,  same 
caliber  as  those  we  are  furnishing  you  in  the.(Remington  plan)  which  I 
may  think  best  to  take  after  examination ;  they  are  some  of  the  first 
made,  and  are  not  in  all  respects  right. 

The  40,000  proposed  to  let  us  have,  is  the  new  caliber,  (.50.) 
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I  address  tbis  to  yon  at  Bordeaux,  thongh  I  have  had  no  instruction 
from  yoa  to  do  so.  I  see  from  the  papers,  that  the  commission  of  arma- 
ment had  receded  to  Bordeaux;  the  news  as  we  get  it  here  is  not  as> 
cheering  as  we  would  be  glad  to  hear.  But  we  most  sincerely  hoi)e  that 
you  may  be  able  not  only  to  check  but  drive  back  the  invaders  from 
your  soil. 

1  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  REMINGTOX. 


Exhibit  No.  24. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^ December  8, 1S7]. 

Gentlemen:  In  reply  to  your  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  referred 
here  on  7th  instant,  I  have  to  inform  yon  that  this  Department  pur- 
chased during  the  war  of  the  rebellion  892  Lindner  carbines  and  no 
rifles. 

Only  about  five  hundred  of  them  were  issued  to  troops.  The  arm 
is  not  regarded  as  suitable  for  our  military  service,  and  at  no  time  since 
I  have  been  at  the  head  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  have  I  been  willing  to 
recommend  the  purchase  of  the  Lindner  carbine  for  our  military  seniee. 
It  uses  the  percussion  musket  cartridge,  or  similar  ammunition. 
This  Department  now  has  on  hand  for  sale  338  of  these  carbines. 
Musket  cartridges  were  sold  by  this  Department  a  year  ago  for  $16  50 
per  thousand ;  and  at  no  time  since  have  they  been  sold  for  less  than 
$13  per  thousand. 

Kespectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnaneey  United  States  Army. 
Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons, 

Ilion^  If  etc  Yorl^. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  December  6,  1871. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  report,  in  answer  to  the  letter  of  E.  Rem- 
ington &  Sons,  that  the  house  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons  has  been  well 
and  favorably  known  to  this  Department  for  more  than  twenty-five 
years,  during  all  of  which  time  it  has  had  its  confidence.  The  contracts 
made  by  this  Department  with  E*  Remington  &  Sons  during  the  war 
of  the  rebellion  were  very  extensive,  amounting  to  millions  of  dollars, 
and  were  faithfully  and  satisfactorily  performed. 

As  manufacturers  of  aims  during  the  rebellion  and  since  their  house 
has  deservedly  enjoyed  a  high  reputation.  No  house  in  the  country 
has  enjoyed  more  fully  the  confidence  of  the  War  Department  than 
theirs,  and  its  ability  to  fulfill  all  contracts  made  with  the  War  Depart- 
ment has  never  been  doubted.  Its  loyalty  has  not,  to  my  knowledge, 
been  questioned. 

Since  the  close  of  the  rebellion  this  Department  has,  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  Congress,  been  engaged  in  selling  arms  and  other  ordnance 
stores,  and  the  house  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons  has  frequently  been  a 
purchaser. 
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Between  the  Ist  of  July  and  the  middle  of  October,  1870,  extensive 
sales  were  made  by  this  Department  to  that  house,  among  them  a  sale 
of  fifty  thousand  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets,  at  five  dol- 
lars each,  on  the  28th  of  September,  1870.  There  was  very  little  de- 
mand for  this  grade  of  arms  at  that  time,  and  the  price  was  considered 
as  very  low. 

The  demand  for  Springfield  muskets  increased  rapidly  from  that  time, 
and  when  I  returned  to  duty  in  the  Ordnance  Office,  about  the  middle  of 
October,  1870, 1  found  a  number  of  bids  for  such  arms  on  file,  and  bid- 
ders anxious  to  purchase ;  so  anxious,  in  fact,  were  they  to  secure  them 
that  I  immediately  decided  to  recommend  that  no  sale  should  be  made 
until  after  bids  for  Springfield  muskets  liad  been  invited  by  this  De- 
partment. My  recommendation  to  that  effect  received  your  approval, 
and  I  immediately  invited,  by  letter,  bids  from  all  the  principal  dealers 
in  arms  who  were  known  to  the  Department.  Half  an  hour  before  the 
time  fixed  for  opening  the  bids  Mr.  Squires,  who  was  known  to  be  an 
agent  of  the  house  of  E.  Eemington  &  Sons,  showed  me  a  dispatch  from 
a  member  of  that  house,  which  stated  that  E.  Remington  &  Sons  were 
agents  of  the  French  government,  and  authorized  to  purchase  arms  for 
it.  The  object  of  Mr.  Squires  in  exhibiting  this  dispatch  to  me  appeared 
to  be  to  prevent  the  arms  from  falling  into  the  hands  of  parties  who 
would  extort  a  high  price  from  him  for  them.  He  seemed  anxious  to 
purchase  arms  from  the  Department  at  as  low  prices  as  he  could  get 
them.  I  postponed  opening  the  bids,  and  immediately  showed  the  dis- 
patch to  you,  and  you  promptly  told  me  to  suspend  the  sale,  and  not  to 
entertain  any  bid  of  Mr.  Squires  or  liemington  &  Sons  for  arms,  &c. 
You  told  me  that  you  would  not  allow  arms  to  be  sold  to  any  agent  of 
either  belligerent,  (France  or  Prussia.)  I  communicated  this  decision 
to  Mr.  Squires,  and  invited  new  bids  for  the  arms.  A  few  days  after- 
ward I  sold  a  large  number  of  Springfield  muskets  upon  bids  which  I 
had  invited,  after  the  above  interview  had  with  you  had  taken  place. 
Kew  Springfield  muskets  brought  from  $12  05  to  $12  30,  and  cleaned 
and  repaired  $9  30,  as  per  iustructions  to  the  Ordnance  agent,  as 
follows : 

"  Ordnance  Office,  Wab  Depabtment, 

"  October  20, 1870. 

"Sir:  Mr.  Charles  Wright  having  failed  to  put  up  the  required 
margin  of  20  per  cent,  of  the  amount  of  his  bid  for  arms  and  ammuni- 
tion within  the  time  limited  by  the  terms  of  sale,  his  bid  has  beeu  re- 
jected, and  the  foUowiug  awards  have  been  made,  viz : 

"  To  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  40,000  new  Springfield  muskets,  caliber 
.58,  at  $12  30  each ;  110,000  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets, 
caliber  .58,  at  $9  30  each. 

"  To  Herman  Boker  &  Co.,  50,000  new  Springfield  muskets,  caliber 
.58,  at  $12  10. 

"  To  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  100,000  new  Springfield  muskets, 
caliber  .58,  at  $12  05. 

"  You  are  authorized  to  deliver  the  ordnance  stores  to  the  parties 
named  above,  at  New  York  City,  without  charge  for  boxes. 

"Certified  checks,  or  their  equivalents,  for  20  per  cent,  of  the  amount 
of  each  must  be  deposited  in  your  hands,  as  follows : 

"Messrs.  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.;  Messrs.  Herman  Bokor  &  Co.; 
Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham ;  by  4  o'clock  p.  m.  on  Friday,  the 
21st  instant. 
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"  You  will  be  governed  strictly  by  these  instructions,  and  no  depart- 
ure whatever  from  them  will  be  permitted. 
"  Kespectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"A.  B.  DYER, 

"  Chief  of  Ordnance. 
'*  Major  S.  Crispin, 

'^Box  1811,  New  Torlc:^ 

It  was  known  at  the  time  that  those  arms  were  in  demand,  and  I  con- 
sider the  prices  realized  as  perfectly  fair;  and  I  would  not  have  sold  new 
Springlields  at  less  than  $12  dollars  per  arm;  cleaned  and  repaired  for 
less  than  about  the  price  paid,  say  $9  30  per  arm ;  nor  the  breeehloading 
Spriugfields  at  less  than  $21  60,  their  cost  to  the  Government. 

As  early  as  the  4:th  of  October,  1870,  during  my  absence  from  duty  in 
the  Ordnance  Office,  the  War  Department  had  decided  not  to  sell  new 
Spriugfields  for  less  than  $12,  nor  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfields  for 
Jess  than  $8;  and  before  ray  return  to  the  office  on  the  13th  of  October, 
1870,  bids  higher  than  $8  had  been  received  at  the  Ordnance  Office  for 
cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets. 

In  reply  to  the  inquiry  as  to  the  quality  of  stores  sold  by  the  Depart- 
ment, I  have  to  say  that  all  ordnance  stores  disposed  of  as  serviceable 
were  believed  to  be  serviceable  and  fit  for  issue.  They  were  so  borne 
upon  i)roperty  returns  of  the  arsenals,  and  were  regarded  as  service- 
able by  the  commanders  of  the  arsenals.  They  were  considered  as  fit 
for  issue  to  our  troops.  The  cartridges  which  were  sold  had  been  duly 
inspected  before  being  received  by  the  United  States,  and  were  reganled 
as  serviceable  and  tit  for  issue  when  sold. 

In  confirmation  of  what  1  have  previously  stated  herein,  as  to  the 
standing  of  the  house  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  I  will  add  that  the  re- 
port made  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  in  1862,  by  the  commission  on 
ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  and  which  is  on  file  in  this  Bureau, 
shows  that  their  house  was  regarded  by  the  commission  as  eminently 
loyal  and  patriotic.  For  evidence,  you  are  respectfully  referred  to  the 
report  of  the  commission,  and  particularly  to  the  letter  of  General 
Holt,  an  extract  from  which  is  here  given: 

*^  Among  the  proposals  is  that  of  B.  Hemington  &  Sons,  for  40,000 
Springfield  muskets,  at  $16  each,  which  is  the  best  offer  made.  We 
recommend,  as  a  means  of  fixing  the  price  of  this  arm  at  a  fair  rate, 
that  the  proposal  of  E.  Bemington  &  Sons  shall  be  at  once  accepted, 
and  a  contract  closed  with  them.  Mr.  Bemington  is  one  of  the  oldest 
manufacturers  of  arms  in  the  United  States,  is  a  man  of  high  character 
and  undoubted  responsibility,  and  has  in  his  conferences  with  ns  dis- 
played public  spirit  that  cannot  be  too  strongly  commeudetl.  His 
example,  if  properly  encouraged,  will  prove  invaluable  to  the  Govern- 
ment. 

*^J.  HOLT,  Commissioner." 
Yery  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYEB, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.S.  A. 

The  Secret AEY  of  Wab. 
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Washington,  April  IG,  1872. 

The  Chairman  presented  tbe  following  communication  from  W.  B, 
Franklin : 

Hartford,  Conn.,  April  15, 1872. 

Sir  :  I  have  examined  the  printed  copy  of  the  evidence  given  by  me 
before  the  Committee  on  the  Sale  of  Arms,  on  the  4th  instant,  which 
you  were  so  kind  as  to  send  me. 

In  answer  to  the  question  asked  by  you,  (page  499,)  "Was  there  not 
a  design  on  your  part  that  the  Ordnance  Bureau  should  not  know  f  I 
said : 

"Xot  the  slightest  in  the  world.  The  Ordnance  Bureau  knew  just  as 
much  as  I  did.'^ 

An  aflBrmative  answer  would  have  placed  me  in  the  position  of  ac- 
knowledging that  I  attempted  to  deceive  the  Ordnance  Bureau  in  the 
Gatling  gun  negotiation.  I  therefore  hurriedly  made  an  emphatic  de- 
nial, and  to  make  it  more  emphatic  added,  ''the  Ordnance  Bureau  knew 
just  as  much  as  I  did.^ 

Had  I  had  time  to  consider,  or  had  my  evidence  been  read  to  me  at 
the  time,  I  would  have  asked  then,  as  I  ask  now,  to  be  permitted  to 
modify  my  answer  so  that  it  will  read:  "Not  the  slightest  in  the  world; 
it  was  my  impression  that  the  Ordnance  Bureau  knew  just  as  much  as  I 
did." 

And  I  would  then  have  stated,  as  I  now  state,  what  will,  I  hope,  be 
permitted  to  form  part  of  my  evidence,  that  *'at  the  time  of  the  nego- 
tiation in  question  I  did  not  know  that  the  Ordnance  Bureau  could  not 
sell,  or  was  not  selling  arms  to  the  Kemingtons.  I  knew  that  there  had 
been  a  stoppage  of  sales  in  October,  1870;  that  the  sales  had  recom- 
menced shortly  afterward;  but  I  did  not  know  that  there  was  any  reser- 
vation as  to  purchasers." 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN. 

Hon,  H.  Hamlin, 

Chairman  Committee  of  Senate 

on  Sale  of  Arms  by  Ordnance  Department 


Washington,  April  16, 1872. 
W.  T.  Barnard,  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Question.  What  is  your  business? — Answer.  I  am  corresponding 
clerk  of  the  War  Department,  and  in  charge  of  the  Military  Academy 
office. 

Q.  Did  you  draw  the  draught  of  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  of  the  19th  of  January  I — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Ordinarily,  how  do  papers  pass  from  your  office  to  the  Secretary 
of  War? — ^^A.  They  are  first  received  by  me  from  the  chief  clerk,  whose 
room  adjoins  mine,  and,  if  a  correspondence  is  necessary,  the  corre- 
spondence is  prepared  and  returned  to  the  chief  clerk,  generally  on  the 
same  day,  always  in  the  afternoon,  about  3  o'clock,  toward  the  close  of 
the  day's  work. 

Q.  State  to  the  committee  if  any  paper  goes  from  your  room  out  of 
the  ordinary  course,  what  is  your  rule  in  regard  to  checking  or  charg- 
ing for  it! — A.  If  it  goes  out  of  the  ordinary  course  and  remains  per- 
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manently  out,  it  is  charged  on  the  books  to  the  person  to  whom  it  is 
sent,  in  the  office.  If  it  is  sent  oat  ot  the  office,  it  is  charged  on  the 
books  in  the  record  room. 

Q.  Suppose  it  is  sent  to  the  Secretary,  is  it  charged  to  him  t — A-  Yes. 
sir ;  it  would  be  if  it  were  retained. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  the  records  to  see  whether  the  original  or  a 
copy  of  that  letter  passed  out  of  your  office  in  any  way  other  than  the 
regular  way  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  1  do  not  find  any  such  charge. 

Q.  If  it  had,  would  there  not  have  been  such  a  charge  ? — A.  Most 
probably.  U  it  was  retained  for  any  length  of  time,  there  certainly 
would  be. 

Q.  Have  you  any  distinct  recollection  yourself  of  that  letter?— A- 1 
have  a  perfect  recollection  of  the  letter. 

Q.  Have  you  any  distinct  recollection  of  its  passing  with  the  ordiaarr 
letters  of  the  chief  clerk  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Secretary  t — A.  0, 
no,  sir;  we  have  so  many  letters  a  day  that  that  would  be  impossible. 
That  is  the  ordinary  routine,  and  I  do  not  take  any  note  of  them  unless 
it  is  an  important  letter  and  there  is  something  special  brought  op 
about  it. 

Q.  On  what  colored  paper  was  the  original  draught  written  t — A.  On 
white  paper  of  a  yellowish  tinge. 

Q.  On  what  colored  paper  was  the  letter  which  was  sent  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  written! — A.  That  is  the  one  I  refer  to. 

Q.  And  the  draught  of  the  same! — A.  No;  the  draught  was  on  purely 
white  paper,  lined. 


Washington.  April  16, 1872. 
H.  T.  Crosby  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  is  your  position  at  the  War  Department  ? — ^A.  I  am  confi- 
dential clerk  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Q.  Where  are  you  located  f — A.  In  the  same  room. 

Q.  With  the  Secretary  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  at  the  desk  opposite. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  interviews  held  between  the  Secretary  of  War 
and  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  on  the  19th  and  20th  of  January!— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  present  at  those  interviews? — A.  Yes,  sir;  at  both. 

Q.  Was  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
read  at  either  of  those  interviews? — A.  Xo,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  in  the  room! — A.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Was  there  anything  read  that  purported  to  be  a  letter  irom  tht 
Secretary  of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  there  any  conversation  about  a  communication  passing  from 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State? — A.  On  the  19th ot 
January  the  Secretary  of  War  read  to  M.  Chambrun  the  indorseineDt 
made  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  on  the  back  of  the  letter  of  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  to  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Q.  What  was  that  indorsement  ? — A.  It  was  a  report  as  to  the  alle 
gations  in  the  letter  from  Ilemington  to  Le  Gesne. 

Q.  A  report  from  whom  ? — A.  The  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Q.  That  was  read  by  the  Secretary  to  the  marquis? — A.  Yes,  sir;  od 
the  19th  of  January. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Have  joa  examined  tbat  indorsement  as  it  bas  been  printed  in  the 
printed  evidence  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I  liave  seen  the  indorsement. 
Q.  And  that  v^as  the  indorsement  1 — A.  The  same  one. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Yon  say  that  was  on  the  19th  ? — A.  Yes,  air. 

Q,  Was  there  no  paper  read  at  all  on  the  20th  I — A.  Ifot  to  my  rec- 
oUeetion. 

Q,  Do  you  always  give  close  attention  to  what  conversations  are  held 
ill  the  office  ! — A.  I  did  to  that  one. 

Q.  Is  it  your  business  to  give  attention  to  conversations  f — A.  As  a 
general  thing,  I  do  not  think  it  is. 

Q.  You  say  you  did  to  that  one  j  why  did  you  to  that  one  ? — A.  I  did 
to  tbat  because  it  was  a  matter  of  very  peculiar  interest,  of  particular 
interest. 

Q.  Was  it  a  matter  of  peculiar  interest  to  you  ! — A.  It  was,  in  my 
official  capacity. 

Q.  How  sot — A.  I  was  as  much  concerned  about  that  as  I  am  about 
all  the  public  business  of  the  Department. 

Q.  Were  you  asked  to  give  attention  to  it  f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  say  that  no  paper  was  read  at  that  interview  at  all! — A. 
Which  interview  t 

Q.  On  the  20th;  the  second  interview? — A.  Ko,  sir. 

Q.  Not  a  paper  f — A.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  What  was  tlie  conversation  about? — A.  The  conversation  was 
about  the  indorsement,  as  I  understood  it,  which  the  Secretary  had  read 
the  (lay  before. 

Q.  Di<l  not  the  conversation  touch  a  communication  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State  at  all? — A.  I  suppose  it  was  the 
understanding  that  this  indorsement  was  to  be  embo'died  in  the  commu- 
nication to  tlie  Secretary  of  State. 

Q.  What  makes  you  believe  that  was  the  understanding  ? — A.  I  think 
the  Secretary  said  to  him  on  the  19th  that  that  would  be  the  substance 
of  bis  reply  to  the  State  Department. 

Q.  Was  that  indorsement  exhibited  again  during  the  second  inter- 
view?— A.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  What  persons  were  present  at  that  second  interview  ? — A.  There 
were  no  x)er8ons  present  except  the  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  Ohambrun, 
and  myself. 

Q.  Were  persons  passing  in  and  out  of  the  room  ? — A.  No,  sir ;  it 
very  seldom  happens  that  persons  pass  in  and  out,  except  they  come  in 
on  business.     I  have  no  recollection  of  anybody  being  there. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Secretary  of  War  state  that  the  paper  which  formed 
the  subject  of  conversation  was  the  letter  to  be  addressed  by  him  to  the 
Secretary  of  State? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  What  did  he  say  about  it? — A.  About  what? 

Q.  About  the  paper  that  was  tlie  subject  of  the  conversation,  as  you 
stated.  You  stated,  as  I  understood  you,  that  there  was  a  paper  the 
subject  of  conversation,  which  you  supposed  to  be  the  indorsement. 
Did  he  not  say  that  that  was  to  be  the  communication  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State?— A.  On  the  19th  he  told  Mr. 
Chambrun  that  that  would  be  the  substance  of  his  reply  to  thei^letter  of 
the  State  Department. 

Q.  We  were  talking  about  the  20th,  and  you  stated,  if  I  understood 
you  correctly A.  Well,  as  1  understood  it,  and  as  I  recollect  it  now, 

42  s  A 
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Mr.  Cliambrun  introduced  tlie  subject  of  the  reply  on  the  moTDiniiuf 
the  20tb. 

Q.  You  said  that  in  the  conversation  the  indorsement  was  roentioiitti 
again  and  discussed,  as  I  understood  you! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  the  Secretary  of  War  say  that  that  was  to  be  the  8ubstaiicp«i 
his  reply  to  the  Secretary  of  State  f — A.  I  do  not  recollect  his  sayiL^ 
that  on  the  second  day.    He  said  it  on  the  first  day. 

Q.  Did  the  matter  form  the  subject  of  conversation  again  the  secuLd 
day  f — A.  Yes,  sir ;  it  was  introduced  by  Mr.  Chambrun. 

Q.  What  did  the  Secretary  of  War  say  about  it  then  t — A.  1  do  w, 
recollect  that  he  said  anything  particularly  about  that,  except  iu  tiji> 
connection :  Mr.  Chambrun  said  that  Mr.  Eichardson,  who  was  ua-n 
tioned  in  that  indorsement,  was  a  partner  of  Eemiugtou,  and  that  tL^ 
Ordnance  Department  knew  that  at  the  time  they  made  the  sales. 

Q.  Did  he  say  he  was  a  partner  of  Kemington's  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  of  that  1 — A.  YY^s,  sir,  I  am  sure  of  it,  because  I  toc»k 
down  the  words  as  they  fell  from  his  mouth. 

Q.  Did  you  take  down  the  whole  conversation  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  Uwk 
that  down  because  that  part  particularly  struck  me.  1  thought  it  va< 
a  very  grave  charge  against  the  officers  of  the  Department. 

Q.  Are  you  in  tlie  habit  of  taking  down  occasional  scra|>s  of  conver 
sation  t — A.  Sometimes,  when  they  are  important. 

Q.  Are  you  instructed  to  do  so? — A.  I  do  so  when  the  Secretary 
wishes  it.  I  was  not  i)articularly  instructed  on  this  occasion  to^oit. 
I  am  sometimes  instructed  by  the  Secretary  to  make  memoranda  of 
what  has  been  said  alter  interviews  have  taken  place. 

Q.  Did  not  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  say  that  Mr.  Richardson  was 
the  attorney  of  Mr.  Remington  t — A.  Afterward  he  said  that. 

Q.  And  he  first  said  he  was  a  partner  of  Mr.  Remington  f— A.  Yes, 
sir ;  that  was  the  word  used,  because  I  took  it  down  at  the  time. 

Q.  What  was  said  abont  that  indorsement  at  that  second  interview  f— 
A.  After  Mr.  Chambrun  had  made  that  statement  the  Seci-etary  sii^l 
that  a  statement  of  that  kind  cast  an  imputation  upon  him  as  wella^ 
upon  the  people  of  the  Ordnance  Department,  and  he  certainly  knev 
nothing  at  all  about  Richardson  being  a  partner  of  Remington,  or  bi< 
agent  or  attorney. 

Q.  Did  you  see  any  copy  of  the  original  of  the  communication  froL 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  your  office  at  allf- 
A.  No,  sir;  not  until  afterward. 

Q.  You  did  not? — A.  Not  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  the  first  draught! 

Mr.  ScnuRZ.  1  mean  the  original,  or  a  copy. 

A.  No,  sir,  I  did  not. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Schitrz  :)  You  saw  it  only  afterward  ? — ^A.  Only  after 
ward. 

Q.  When  afterward! — A.  I  have  seen  the  draught  repeatedly  siwr. 

Q.  When  ! — A.  1  saw  it  two  or  three  weeks  ago;  I  saw  it  within  tt*' 
last-week ;  I  have  seen  it  within  the  last  two  or  three  days. 

•  Q.  'Did  you  see  it  about  that  time  ! — A.  No,  sir;  not  about  that  tiffi*- 

•Q.  So  you  say  there  was  no  paper  handed  or  read  during  that  inw: 
view  ! — A.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Q.  Did  you  give  attention  to  the  conversation  all  the  time!— A.  ^■• 
sir ;  not  all  the  time. 

Q.  Were  you  engaged  in  anything  else — in  writing! — ^A.  Yes,  «r;  - 
was  engaged  in  writing,  and  my  usual  business.  It  is  not  altogetkr: 
writing. 
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Q.  What  other  business  are  you  enpiged  in  f — A.  I  am  engaged  in 
f,'etting  up  matter  for  my  correspondence.  It  does  not  require  me  to 
write  all  the  time. 

Q.  You  say  you  were  part  of  the  time  engaged  in  tliat? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  When  you  were  engaged  in  your  correspondence,  did  you  give 
attention  to  the  conversation  that  was  passing! — A.  I  think  that  at  that 
time  I  did  not  have  any  writing  before  me. 

Q.  Did  you  give  attention  to  the  wliole  conversation  ?  Did  you  hear 
it  from  beginning  to  end? — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  heard  it  from  beginning  to 
end.  I  di<l  not  pay  particular  attention  except  to  those  parts  that 
struck  me  particularly. 

Q.  Did  you  make  it  a  particular  point  to  hear  all  that  was  said  f — A. 
Ws,  sir. 

Q.  Were  you  engaged  in  anything  else  during  the  time  except  in 
listening f — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  was. 

Q.  Then  when  you  were  engaged  in  something  else  did  you  listen! — 
A.  I  could  not  help  hearing  whether  I  listened  or  not,  I  was  so  near. 

Q.  Did  you  take  your  eyes  off  the  parties  at  all  in  the  conversation! — 
A.  O,  yes. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  there  was  no  paper  produced  at  all  I — A.  Yes,  sir ;  I 
am  pretty  confident  of  that. 

Q.  How  can  you  be  sure  when  you  say  you  were  engaged  in  some- 
thiag  else  part  of  the  time! — A.  U  there  had  been,  I  was  so  near — hardly 
more  than  from  here  across  the  table  scarcely — that  I  could  not  fail  to 
see  it. 

Q.  You  could  not  fail  to  see  it  even  if  you  did  not  look  f — A.  I  could 
not  fail  to  see  it  if  I  did  not  look.  I  should  probably  see  it,  as  I  was 
not  further  off  than  the  chair  on  the  other  side  of  the  room,  without 
looking  directly. 

Q.  You  sa3',  then,  that  in  all  the  conversation  you  heard  there  was  no 
mention  made  of  the  letter  addressed  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  at  all.  Is  that  it!: — A.  The  subject  was  mentioned 
of  course — the  subject  that  was  in  that  indorsement  5 -but  I  have  no 
recollection  of  the  letter  itself  being  mentioned. 

Q.  I  ask  whether  a  letter  was  mentioned  that  was  to  pass  from  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  Sttite  during  that  conversation, 
as  yoQ  remember  it ! — A.  I  think  so. 

Q.  You  think  it  was! — A.  I  think  so,  in  this  way :  that  there  was  a 
letter  to  be  replied  to,  and  the  Secretary  and  Mr.  Ohambrun  knew  it 
was  to  be  replied  to,  and  if  the  subject  of  that  indorsement  came  up  at 
all,  as  it  did,  this  subject  of  the  letter  came  up  with  it. 

Q.  Wiis  not  that  letter  replied  to  already  at  that  time  ! — A.  No,  sir; 
not  on  the  20th  of  January. 

Q.  Was  not  the  letter  written  on  the  19th  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  not  signed  on  the  19th  ! — A.  Yes,  sir;  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Then  was  not  the  reply  from  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  already  written  and  signed  ! — A.  It  may  have  been  written, 
I  thought  you  meant  had  gone  out. 

Q.  No ;  that  it  had  been  written  and  signed,  had  it  not ! — A.  Yes, 
sir.    What  I  meant  to  say  was,  that  it  had  not  gone  out. 

Q.  Then  if  the  conversation  turned  upon  that  subject,  was  the  letter 
mentioned  in  the  conversation  at  all! — A.  No,  sir;  not  the  letter  itself; 
not  as  a  letter. 

Q.  As  what  was  it  mentioned  ! — A.  As  the  reply  of  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  the  allegations. 


660  SALE   OF   ARMS   BY   ORDNANCE   DEPARTMENT. 

Q.  Was  not  that  the  letter  ! — A.  The  letter  embodied  'the  indorse- 
ment,  I  recollect. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  reply  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  allegatioDi^ 
was  mentioned,  and  I  ask  you  whether  that  was  not  the  letter ! — A.  1 
do  not  exactly  understand  what  you  mean.  Do  yon  mean  to  ask 
whether  the  letter  was  there  f 

Q.  I  ask  whether  the  letter  was  mentioned  in  the  conversation  ?— A. 
If  you  ask  whether  the  letter  was  the  subject  of  the  convei-sation,  I 
say  no. 

Q.  What  was  the  subject  of  conversation  ? — A.  The  indorsement,  w 
I  said  before,  read  by  the  Secretary  to  Mr.  Ghambrnn,  on  the  19tb, 
which  was  to  be  the  subject  of  the  letter,  as  he  told  him. 

Q.  I  asked  you  whether  the  letter  had  not  already  been  written  and 
signed,  and  you  said  yes;  and  then  I  asked  you  whether  the  letter  had 
been  mentioned  at  all. — A.  Ko,  sir;  not  this  letter  written  and  signeil. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  letter  was  not  mentioned  f — A.  Because 
there  was  no  letter  mentioned,  except  in  a  general  way,  as  a  reply  to 
what  Mr.  Cbarabrun  had  seen  the  day  before — the  indorsement. 

Q.  Were  the  contents  of  the  letter  mentioned  ? — A.  The  i50utents  of 
the  indorsement  were  mentioned,  which  is  the  same  thing,  because  they 
were  in  the  letter. 

Q.  Were  they  always  called  the  contents  of  the  indorsement  ?— A. 
Not  that  I  kpow  of. 

Q.  How  was  it  called  ! — A.  The  subject  of  the  indorsement  was  the 
subject  of  conversation  when  Mr.  Ohambrnn  came  there. 

Q.  In  the  course  of  the  conversation,  was  it  called  the  indorsement!— 
A.  Kot  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  How  was  it  called  f  Was  it  called  the  reply  of  the  Secretarr  of 
War  to  the  Secretary  of  State  f — A.  I  do  not  think  it  was  particularly 
designated  in  any  way  as  a  letter  or  as  an  indorsement  on  that  day, except 
it  was  that  which  Mr.  Chambrun  had  already  known  from  the  indorse- 
ment of  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  which  the  Secretary  told  him  would 
be  the  substance  of  his  letter. 

Q.  Was  the  conversation  about  that  which  General  Dyer  had  written 
to  the  Secretary  of  War  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Or  was  it  about  that  which  the  Secretary  of  War  was  to  write,  or 
had  written,  to  the  Secretary  of  State  f — A.  The  subject  was  what  the 
Ordnance  Department  had  reported  to  the  Sectetary  of  War,  which  had 
been  read  the  day  before. 

Q.  Was  the  Secretary  of  State  mentioned  in  the  conversation  at 
all  f — A.  i^ot  that  1  recollect ;  not  in  my  presence. 

Q.  Was  there  not  some  talk  about  a  communication  to  pass  thron^h 
the  Secretary  of  State  ! — A.  Certainly ;  this  was  understood  to  be  em- 
bodied in  a  communication  that  was  to  be  a  reply  to  a  letter  that  came 
through  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  it  was  understood  that  it  should  go  into  a  letter 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  if  the  Secretary  of  State  was  not  mentioneil 
at  all  ? — A.  The  Secretary  of  War  told  him  so,  substantially,  the  day 
before,  that  that  would  be  the  substance  of  his  reply  to  the  letter  which 
came  from  the  Secretary  of  State  with  regard  to  the  allegations  of  Rem- 
ington. 

Q.  Then  you  say  that  reply  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  of  which  the 
indorsement  was  to  form  part,  was  not  mentioned  in  the  second  conver- 
sation at  all  f — A.  I  said  it  was;  if  I  recollect  rightly. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  have  been  asking  about  all  the  time;  whether  the 
reply  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  of  which  that 
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indorsement  was  to  form  a  part,  was  the  subject  of  that  conversa- 
tion! 

The  Chairman.  He  has  said  half  a  dozen  times  that  it  was. 

Mr.  SCHURZ.  I  understood  him  to  say  there  was  no  talk  about  the 
letter. 

Mr.  Ames.  The  reply  and  the  letter  are  not  necessarily  the  same,  and 
that  appears  to  be  the  cause  of  the  confusion,  if  there  is  any  confusion. 

The. Witness.  The  indorsement  was  embodied  in  the  letter,  so  that 
you  could  hardly  say  one  was  a  reply  without  saying  the  other  was  a 
reply. 

Q.  In  what  shape  was  that  indorsement  when  you  saw  it ! — A.  It 
was  on  the  back  of  the  letter  of  the  State  Department. 

Q.  Did  you  see  a  paper  containing  the  same  thing,  in  any  other 
form  t — ^A.  Not  at  that  time. 

Q.  Did  you  see  it  at  any  other  time  f — A.  I  have  recently. 

Q.  Did  you  about  that  time  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  I  understand  you,  then,  to  say  distinctly  that  in  that  conver- 
sation a  communication  to  pass  from  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  not  mentioned  as  such  f — A.  No,  sir ;  not  that  I 
recollect. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  the  Secretary  of  State  spoken  of  at  all  ? — A.  No,  sir; 
I  may  have  heard  it,  but  I  will  not  say  positively  that  he  was  mentioned. 
I  cannot  recollect  it  now, 

Q.  Did  you  not  hear  the  name  of  the  Secretary  of  State  mentioned  in 
connection  with  a  paper  which  was  to  pass  through  his  hands  f — A.  I 
bave  no  recollection  of  it ;  it  may  have  been  done ;  it  is  perfectly  natu- 
ral that  it  should. 

Q.  You  say  that  the  indorsement  which  was  read  on  the  previous 
day  was  on  the  back  of  a  paper  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  were  the  contents  of  that  paper  upon  which  the  indorse- 
ment was  written  f — A.  That  was  a  letter  from  the  Department  of  State, 
transmitting  a  letter  from  the  French  legation,  inclosing  a  letter  from 
Keraington  to  Le  Cesne,  or  a  copy  of  the  letter;  and  also  inclosing  a  dis- 
patch from  Squire  to  Remington. 

Q.  Then  the  indorsement  was  on  the  back  of  the  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  State,  was  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  did  not  see  that  indorsement  transcribed  into  any  other 
form  at  all  ? — A.  No,  sir;  not  at  that  time. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  What  colored  paper  do  you  correspond  on  ! — A.  White  paper  we 
call  it  white;  it  is  nearly  white. 


Washington,  April  16, 1872. 
William  W.  Belknap  recalled. 

By  the  CHAIRMAN : 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge  of  the  exchange  of  the  Gatling  guns, 
made  through  Franklin  ?— A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  not  a  matter  brought  to  your  attention  ? — A.  It  was  brought 
to  my  attention  by  General  Dyer. 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge  or  suspicion  that  Franklin  was  negoti- 
ating for  the  Remingtons  f — A.  No,  sir. 
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Q.  I  asked  you  a  week  ago,  Mr.  Secretary,  if  you  would  examine  th** 
evidence  of  the  Marquis  de  Chambruu  carefully  in  relation  to  your  in 
terviews  with  him.    Have  you  done  so? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  in  your  own  way,  proceed  to  give  the  committee  your  ver 
sion  of  thos6  interviews. — A.  I  have  here  a  memorandum  of  the  first 
interview  had  with  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  on  the  27th  day  of  !>»- 
cember,  1871,  or  a  portion  of  it ;  but  that  memorandum  states  some  piv 
limiuary  facts  which  show  how  I  happened  to  have  that  interview.    I  will 
read  a  portion  of  it  now  and  the  remainder  after  awhile.    This  memo 
randum  was  made  on  the  27th  day  of  December,  1871,  and  on  the  lK»t- 
torn  of  it  is  written  in  pencil,  in  my  own  hand,  on  that  day,  "  The  Mar- 
quis de  Chambruu  called  at  my  office  to-day  about  11  o'clock" — Deceiu 
ber  27,  1871 — •'  and  left  at  about  11.45  for  General  Dyei^s  office,  with  a 
note  from  me.    Immediately  on  his  leaving  I  repeated  the  private  C4)ii 
versation  had  with  him  to  Mr.  Barnard,  i)honographer,  and  the  abovi* 
is  the  same  written  out."    1  would  also  say  that  I  stated  the  preliminary 
facts  to  Mr.  Barnard,  which  he  took  down. 

"On  Saturday  last" — I  believe  Christmas  was  Monday;  that  must 
have  been  the  23d  ot  December — "  Senator  Patterson  called  upon  me 
in  reference  to  sales  of  arms  by  the  Ordnance  Department  and  a.sked 
that  I  would  see  tlie  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  I  tokl  him  that  I  wonM 
be  very  glad  to  do  so,  but  desired  to  know  for  what  puri>ose  he  wi»he<l 
me  to  have  an  interview  with  the  marquis.  He  said  that  the  French 
government  charged  that  a  large  amount  of  money  had  disappeannl 
between  France  and  the  Government  of  the  United  States  which  had 
been  paid  for  arms,  and  that  some  person  had  made  a  great  deal  of 
money.  I  told  him  our  Government  had  sold  no  arms  to  the  French 
government,  but  always  to  private  individuals,  and  that  this  Department 
was  willing  and  anxious  to  make  a  clear  statement  of  the  whole  matter 
from  beginning  to  end,  being  perfectly  satisfied  with  its  own  record.  I 
directed  General  Dyer  to  make  out  a  full  statement  of  all  sales,  with  the 
names  and  the  figures,  and  then  wrote  a  note  to  Senator  Patterson  after 
he  had  left,  telling  him  that  I  would  see  the  Marquis  de  Chambran  on 
any  morning  of  this  week.  This  morning  he  came,  and  atlfcer  consider- 
able conversation  with  him  on  the  general  subject,  I  asked  him  pri- 
vately," &c. 

I  will  come  to  that  private  conversation.  The  remainder  of  that 
memorandum  refers  to  our  private  conversation. 

"On  the  27th  of  December"— on  this  day — "before  we  went  into  the 
I)rivate  room,  and  had  this  private  conversation,  the  Marquis  de  Cham 
brun  produced  a  letter  from  the  French  c/iar^c" — which  I  believe  h;i«^ 
been  produced  in  the  testimony  here.  "  He  told  me  that  a  large  amonnt 
of  money  had  disai)peared  between  the  persons  who  bought  arms  heiv 
and  the  government  of  France;  that  an  investigation  was  going  on  in 
France  in  reference  to  this  matter,  and  that  he  wanted  information  from 
the  Department  in  reference  to  the  subject.  I  told  him  that  I  had 
already  directed  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  General  Dyer,  to  prepare  a  li.< 
of  the  sales  of  arms  for  presentation  to  the  President;  that  I  had  directed 
Gejieral  Dyer  to  put  as  large  a  force  on  this  list  as  possible,  in  order  to 
have  it  out  as  soon  as  possible;  that  I  had  no  objection  to  his  seeing! 
that  list ;  and  that  I  would  willingly  give  him  a  note  to  General  Dyer 
telling  him  that  I  desired  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  to  see  that  list"— or 
words  to  that  eflect.  I  did  give  him  a  note.  I  do  not  remember  the 
precise  words  of  it;  I  have  not  seen  it  since.  I  presume  he  delivered  it 
there. 

He  intimated  to  jne  and  said,  in  prett3'  x)lain  terms,  that  frauds  had 
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existed;  that  parties  in  connection  with  the  Government  were  interested 
in  these  sales  of  arms.  I  cannot  remember  the  precise  language.  I  tohl 
him  I  was  very  much  surprised  to  hear  it;  that  I  doubt^^d  those  state- 
iilents  very  much;  that  the  sales  of  arms  liad  been  watched  very  closely; 
that  as  soon  as  I  had  ascertained  and  believed  we  had  a  supposition  that 
Keinin^ton  was  the  agent  of  the  French  jjfovernment  I  had  directed  the 
sales  of  arms  to  Remington  to  cease.  I  told  liim  that  Senator  Patterson 
had  given  me  a  copy  of  Remington's  letter  to  Le  Cesne;  that  the  contents 
of  it,  or  a  portion  of  the  contents  of  it,  I  did  not  like  at  all;  that  Rem- 
ington had  no  reason  to  state  some  things  which  he  had  stated  in  that 
letter  to  Le  Cesne.  The  marquis  said  that  I  had  given  a  so-called  letter 
of  credit  to  Itemington,  which  was  doing  great  injury.  I  said,  yes,  I  had 
given  to  Remington  a  statement  made  by  General  Dyer,  in  reference  to 
Remington's  character  during  our  war  here  as  a  patriotic  man,  and  also 
some  matters  in  relation  to  purchases  of  arms  here, 

Q.  You  mean  now  the  paper  which  you  certified  to,  which  has  gone 
into  the  ease? — A.  Yes,  sir;  a  translation  of  a  translation  has  gone  in- 
to the  case.  I  propose  in  a  few  minutes  to  present  the  English  original. 
I  said  yes,  that  I  had  given  that  letter  with  those  statements;  but  that 
if  at  the  time  Remington  called  on  me  and  at  the  time  1  gave  him  that 
letter  I  had  known  of  the  existence  of  those  statements  by  himself, 
which  seemed  to  intimate  that  he  had  peculiar  influences  at  the  War 
Department,  I  would  not  have  given  him  that  letter,  and  1  would  have 
used  language  to  him  which  he  would  have  remembered  to  the  last  day 
of  his  life.  The  Marquis  de'Chambrun  told  me  that  there  were  matters 
in  that  letter  about  which  the  French  government  desired  information, 
and  he  wanted  Remington's  statements  to  be  ofticially  contradicted  if 
untrue.  I  told  him  the  proper  way  for  him  to  obtain  that  information 
was  to  have  the  French  legation  address  a  communication  on  the  sub- 
ject to  the  Department  of  State;  thjit  the  Secretary  of  State  would  send 
it  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  that  I  would  have  it  replied  to.  A  com- 
munication did  come  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  myself,  which  is  as 
follows : 

"  Sir  :  By  request  of  Mr.  de  Bellonnet,  charge  of  France,  I  transmit 
herewith  to  you  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Remington  to  Mr.  Le  Cesne, 
president  of  the  commission  of  armament  at  Tours.  A  copy  of  Mr.  de 
Bellonnet's  note  is  also  inclosed. 

"1  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

^'  HAMILTON  FISH." 
'*  Hon.  William  W.  Belknap, 

Secretary  of  War. 

[Inclosures:  Mr.  Remington  and  Mr.  Le  Cesne,  of  December  13, 
1870.] 

That  is  the  letter  concerning  which  the  marquis  and  I  had  this  con- 
versation on  the  27th  of  December,  1871.  Then  there  was  another  in- 
closure. 

r "  Mr.  de  Bellonnet  to  Mr.  Fish,  30  of  December,  1871."] 

That  letter  contained,  as  1  have  just  read  from  the  indorsement,  two 
inclosures.  One  was  the  letter  from  Remington  to  Le  Cesne.  The 
other  was  the  letter  from  Mr.  de  Bellonnet,  inclosing  a  translation  of  a 
dispatch  from  Squire  to  Remington,  dated  October  8,  1870,  which  I  had 
never  heard  of  until  it  came  in  this  letter.  It  was  not  the  subject  of 
conversation  between  the  marquis  and  myself  the  day  before. 

Again  in  January,  before  the  19th  of  January,  the  Marquis  de  Cham- 
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bran  called  again.  I  have  not  the  date  of  that.  It  did  not  make  much 
impression  on  me,  because  it  was  a  call  to  ascertain  how  the  statement 
of  the  sales  of  arms  was  progressing.  I  told  him  it  was  being  made  up 
as  rapidly  as  possible. 

By  Mr.  SOHURZ : 

Q.  Abont  what  time  was  thatf — A.  I  presume  between  the  10th  and 
15th  of  January ;  but  I  cannot  fix  the  date  of  that  positively.  It  was 
about  tliat  time. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  Between  the  first  interview  and  the  19th  of  January! — A.  Between 
the  first  interview  on  the  27th  of  De<cember  and  the  interview  on  the 
19th  of  January,  perhaps  before  the  10th  or  15th,  because  in  the  first 
interview  I  remember  his  mentioning  ten  days.  I  told  him  the  state- 
ment would  be  made  up  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  I  was  vexed  that  it 
was  not  made  more  rapidly ;  but  calling  on  General  Dyer  and  speak- 
ing to  him  and  Colonel  Ben^t  about  it,  they  said  as  large  a  force  as 
could  manage  the  papers  was  on  them. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Are  the  officers  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  in  the  same  buildioi;  with 
you  ! — A.  No,  sir ;  they  are  across  the  street.  When  I  want  them  I  have 
to  send  or  go  there  myself.  General  Dyer  was  not  well,  and  I  oeea' 
sionally  went  over  to  see  him  instead  of  giving  him  the  trouble  to  climb 
the  stairs  to  my  office.  On  this  day,  between  the  27tli  of  December 
and  the  19th  of  January,  the  marquis  called  to  see  whether  the  Hst  was 
made  up,  and  was  very  earnest  about  it.  He  said  that  some  investign- 
tiou  was  going  on  in  France  in  regard  to  these  matters,  and  he  wanted 
it  very  soon.  I  told  him  I  was  having  it  prepared  for  the  President,  and 
that  no  person  could  get  it  sooner  than  the  President,  and  I  wa.s  having 
it  made  as  rapidly  for  him  as  it  possibly  could  be  made,  and  that  as  soon 
as  it  was  made  up  he  should  have  it. 

I  sent  this  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  chief  clerk ;  saw 
him  and  told  him  to  have  General  Dyer,-  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  make 
a  report  as  soon  as  possible.  On  the  16th  of  January  this  indorsement 
was  dated  and  made,  which  indorsement  has  been  put  in  evidence. 

Bv  Mr.  Ames  : 

V 

Q.  Substantially  your  reply  to  the  Secretary  of  State! — A.  Yes,  sir; 
this  indorsement  is  substantially  my  reply  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 
The  indorsement  of  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  refers  to  two  matters:  one 
is  a  paragi'aph  in  the  letter  from  Eemington  to  Le  Cesne,  and  the  other 
is  a  reply  to  a  portion  of  the  paper  purporting  to  be  a  copy  of  the  tele- 
gram from  Squire  to  Eemington,  two  distinct  matters  which  were  in- 
closed in  that  communication  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  me.  On 
the  19th  of  January  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  called  again,  and  there 
was  a  gentleman  with  him  whom  he  introduced  to  me.  I  did  not  catcb 
at  the  time  who  be  was,  but  I  took  him  to  be  a  gentleman  connected 
with  the  legation  here.  I  am  satisfied  now  it  was  Mr.  Bellaigne,  who,  I 
believe,  is  French  consul  in  New  York.  Then  he  made  inquihes  in  ref- 
erence to  these  matters  wiiich  I  have  already  stated. 

I  stated  in  my  testimony  here  that  I  had  no  recollection  of  havin? 
read  the  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  or  this  indorsement  made  by 
Colonel  Ben^t  on  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  any  persou.  I 
am  positive  that  I  never  read  the  original  letter  to  any  one  up  to  that 
time,  and  until  within  a  few  days  I  had  not  seen  that  letter  myself  but 
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once,  and  that  was  when,  on  the  afternoon  of  the  19th,  the  letter  was 
hrought  to  me  by  the  chief  clerk  with  other  letters,  and  I  signed  it. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Was  that  letter  in  your  office  at  either  of  the  interviews  of  the 
marqnis,  on  the  19th  or  20th  ! — A.  !No,  sir ;  I  have  also  said  that  I  had 
no  recollection  of  having  read  this  indorsement  to  any  person.  In  con- 
versation with  my  clerk,  Mr.  Crosby,  after  refreshing  my  memory  as  well 
as  I  could,  1  am  of  the  opinion  that  I  did  read  this  indorsement  to  the 
Marquis  de  Chambrun.  There  are  one  or  two  reasons  why  I  think  so* 
One  is  the  statement  of  Mr.  Crosby,  who  is  satisfied  that  I  read  him 
this  indorsement,  and  Mr.  Crosby  was  there ;  and  the  second  is  that  on 
the  20th  day  of  January,  which  was  the  fourth  and  last  interview,  the 
Marquis  de  Chambrun  called  alone,  and  referred  to  what  would  be  the 
contents  of  the  communication  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  or  rather  what 
had  been  its  contents.  He  talked  about  the  contents  of  that  indorse- 
ment, which  are  really  the  contents  of  the  letter. 

He  told  me  that  Thomas  Richardson,  who  was  mentioned  in  this  in- 
dorsement, was  an  agent  of  the  Remingtons,  or  rather  was  an  attorney 
of  the  Remingtons,  and  connected  with  them,  and  that  the  sale  to 
Richardson  was  the  same  thing  as  a  sale  to  Remingtons,  and  that  the 
Department  knew  it.  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  know  it,  taking  it  for 
granted  when  he  said  the  Department  that  he  meant  myself.  There  was 
a  good  deal  said  by  himself,  and  the  substance  of  it  all  was  that  even  if  I 
did  not  know  it  I  ought  to  have  known  it,  because  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment knew  it.  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  believe  the  ordnance  offi- 
cers knew  it  J  that  the  statement  I  had  received  from  him  (the  Marquis 
de  Chambrun)  in  reference  to  it  was  the  first  information  I  had  re- 
ceived ;  that  I  would  inquire  into  the  matter  ;  and  that  if  the  ordnance 
officers  had  deceived  me  in  that  matter;  and  knew  that  when  they  were 
selling  to  Richardson  they  were  selling  to  Remington,  I  should  have  to 
take  some  serious  steps  iu  reference  to  it.  That  is  all  of  that  part  of 
the  matter. 

Now,  to  come  back  to  my  first  private  interview  with  the  Marquis  de 
Chambrun  :  "  This  morning" — that  is  the  27th  of  December — '■  he  came, 
and  after  considerable  conversation  with  him  on  the  general  subject,  I 
asked  him  ^ 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  This  is  what  your  short-hand  reporter  took  down  ! — A.  He  took 
it  down  from  a  statement  of  mine  made  after  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun 
left  my  office,  and  while  he  probably  was  at  the  Ordnance  Office. 

"  I  asked  him  privately  what  officer  of  the  Government  had  been 
charged  with  improper  speculation  in  connection  with  the  sale  of  arms, 
Senator  Patterson  having  informed  me  that  the  Marquis  de  Clmmbrun 
had  intimated  something  of  that  kind.  He  told  me  that  General  Ingalls 
had  said  iu  the  office  of  the  French  legation" — as  originally  written,  I 
stated  the  conversation  of  de  Chambrun  very  hastily,  and  it  is  written, 
"  the  office  of  the  French  consul  in  New  York,"  but  I  meant  to  change 
it  {iftervvard  in  pencil ;  he  said  the  French  legation — '*  that  General  In- 
galls said  that  unless  the  French  government  took  a  certain  kind  of 
arms  which  the  United  States  Government  proposed  to  furnish, 
then,  through  his  (IngalLs's)  influence  with  the  State  Department, 
ho  would  prevent  their  getting  any  arms  at  all.  I  asked  the  marquis  if 
he  heard  him  say  so.  He  said  he  did.  1  told  him  that  that  was  a  very 
serious  matter  for  General  Ingalls.  He  then  apparently  tried  to  refresh 
his  memory,  and  said  that  he  could  not  say  that  he  did  hear  him  say  so ; 
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that  there  were  two  rooms  near  by,  and  he  could  not  remember  whether 
he  heard  him  say  so,  or  whether  a  g:entleman,  who  was  in  the  room 
where  Ingalls  was,  heard  him  say  so  and  tohihim,  (the  Marquis  dt* 
Chambrun  ;)  but  that  he  knew  that  he  said  so,  because,  if  possibly  he  did 
not  hear  it  himself,  the  other  gentleman,  who  did  hear  it,  told  him  *) 
soon  afterward ;  that  there  could  be  no  doubt  about  it,  the  rooms  beinj 
together.  I  then  said  to  him , '  You,  then,  did  not  hear  him  say  it.'  '  I  old- 
not  say  that  I  did,  but  I  believe  that  hesaul  so,'  was  alxMit  hi«  reply.  I 
said  to  de  Chambrun  that  Ingalls  had  the  reputation  of  being  a  man  of 
some  shrewdness  and  smartness,  and  if  he  had  said  this  thing  his  own 
words  proved  that  he  was  a  fool.  Chambrun  then  said  that  this  was 
foreign  to  the  object  of  his  visit,  and  wanted  me  to  consider  this  a 
private  conversation,  unless  hereafter  he  should  inform  mo  in  reference 
to  it,  and  I  told  him  that  I  should  so  consider  it." 

I  consider  that  conversation  private  no  longer,  as  it  has  been  referred 
to  in  this  examination. 

The  reason  why  I  asked  him  into  my  private  room  was  that  grave 
charges  had  been  made  against  the  Department. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Was  that  the  27th  of  Dexjember  I — A.  Yes,  sir.  This  was  the  first 
private  interview.  I  asked  him  into  my  private  room,  because  I  was 
sitting  on  his  right;  Mr.  Crosby,  my  clerk,  was  sitting  on  his  left ;  he 
talked  part  of  the  time  in  a  very  low  tone ;  and  talking  to  me  iu  a  low 
tone  he  would  look  around  at  Mr.  Crosby,  as  if  he  had  some  informa 
tion  to  communicate,  but  did  not  wish  to  communicate  it  to  any  other 
person ;  and  as  he  was  talking  about  fraud  among  officers  of  the  War 
Department,  I  concluded  that  if  there  was  anything  of  that  sort  1 
wanted  to  know  it,  and  I  asked  him  into  the  other  room,  thinking  I 
would  probably  get  more  out  of  him  there  than  in  this  room.  That  ac- 
counts for  his  being  asked  into  that  room. 

Q.  And  this  conversation  passed  in  the  private  room  f — A.  This  con 
versation  passed  in  the  private  room.  Nobody  heard  that  but  myself 
and  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  On  the  20th  of  January,  when  he  in- 
formed me  that  Richardson,  was  the  attorney  of  Remington,  I  was  very 
much  surprised  at  that.  He  made  an  impression  upon  me.  He  sjKjke 
so  seriously  about  it  and  about  the  knowledge  of  the  ordnance  business 
in  connection  with  it,  that  I  concluded  I  would  get  all  the  inforinatiou 
out  of  him  about  that  matter,  and  the  same  looks  passed  from  himself 
in  reference  to  persons  in  the  room ;  and  for  that  reason,  as  in  the  other 
case,  I  asked  him  into  the  other  room.  He  said  that  these  frauds  ex- 
isted; that  corruption  existed;  and  that  a  large  amount  of  money  had 
been  lost  between  the  persons  who  had  bought  arms  from  our  Govern- 
ment and  the  government  of  France,  and  that  they  were  having  au  in- 
vestigation there.  I  asked  him  to  make  charges  against  some  one; 
to  charge  something;  to  init  it  in  writing.  He  tliereupon  told  me 
something  about  some  one.  I  said:  "If  you  know  anything  wrong  in 
reference  to  this  matter,  so  that  I  can  have  an  investigation  and  punish 
the  officers  of  the  Department  if  they  are  guilty,  I  iissureyou  that  1  will 
do  it  promptly  and  thoroughly,  if  you  will  give  me  any  information,  if 
you  have  any."  He  took  a  pen  and  wrote  the  following :  "  Thomas 
Richardson  is  the  attorney  of  the  Arm  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons.  He  is 
now  in  France  with  Sam.  Remington,  acting  as  his  attorney.  Rerainjr- 
ton,  in  his  letter  to  Le  Cesne,  spoke  of  his  own  transactions  with  the 
United  States  Government,  because  the  name  of  Richardson  was  only  a 
covert.    It  is  to  be  inferred  from  this  state  of  fact«  that  Remington  him- 
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self  negotiated  the  transaction  with  the  ordnance  officers."  That  is  all 
the  information  he  could  give  me  about  that,  although  I  questioned  him 
a  good  deal.  He  then  got  on  the  subject  of  this  large  amount  of  money 
disappearing.  I  told  him  that  our  Government  had  not  sold  to  agents 
of  France,  and  that  the  Government  was  not  responsible  if  any  other 
persons  bad  sold  to  France  arms  for  more  money  than  they  had  paid  for 
tlieni.  I  asked  him  to  give  me  some  information  about  that  if  he  had 
any.  He  wrote  the  following:  *'The  French  consul  paid  to  E.  Reming- 
ton &  Sons  $0,092,173  currency.  The  French  government  acknowledges 
the  receipt  of  308,000  stand  of  arms,  which  came  from  the  United  States 
arsenals,  and  53,000,000  cartridges.  The  price  of  these  arms,  as  marked 
down  in  the  books  of  the  War  Department,  was  $4,186,000.  Adding 
the  price'of  cartridges,  I  find  something  over  $5,000,000.  It  is  impossi- 
ble to  account  for  the  diflference,  which  is  a  little  over  a  million." 

I  asked  him,  "Do  you  charge  that  a n^- person  connected  with  the 
War  Department  has  made  that  money — has  made  any  profit  from 
these  transactions?"  He  shrugged  his  shoulders,  and  said  there  was  a 
line  between  him  and  myself;  beyond  that  he  cpuld  not  go;  he  had 
told  me  all  that  he  had  to  say  on  the  subject,  and  I  could  draw  my  own 
conclusions.  I  remarked  to  him  that  he  had  told  me  nothing;  tliat  it 
amounted  to  nothing.  lie  went  away.  In  a  few  days  the  list  of  the 
sales  ol'  arms  was  ready.  The  clerks  at  the  Ordnance  Oftice,  as  I  was 
informed  bv  General  Dyer  and  Colonel  Ben6t  both,  had  been  verv  busv 
in  making  up  those  sales,  and  I  was  very  anxious  that  the  Marquis  de 
Chambrun  and  that  tliis  country  should  get  a  copy.  I  wanted  it  to  go 
to  Congi-ess,  and  I  was  so  anxious  that  it  should  go  at  once  that  I  did 
not  take  time  to  have  it  copied,  but  sent  the  original  copy  with  General 
Byei-'s  autograph  signature  to  the  Uouse  of  Repiesentatives.  It  was 
printed  shortl}^  afterward.  I  knew  that  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun 
would  get  the  information  there  much  more  quickly  that  he  could  get  it 
from  my  office,  because  I  was  anxious  to  get  it  before  the  country  and 
to  the  President  too.  I  spoke  to  the  President  about  sending  it  to 
Congress,  and  spoke  to  Senator  Patterson  about  sending  it  to  Congress. 
On  the  25th  of  January,  1872,  I  wrote  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  the 
following  letter : 

"Wau  Department, 
"  Washhigton  City,  Janimry  25, 1872. 

"  Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that  on  yesterday  (24th  instant) 
I  caused  to  be  transmitted  to  the  House  of  Representatives  a  list  of  all 
sales  of  ordnance,  ordnance  stores,  &c.,  made  by  this  Department  from 
July  1,  1805,  to  July  1,  1871,  giving  the  dates  of  sale,  the  names  of 
purchasers,  the  quantity  sold  to  each,  the  price,  and  the  amounts  paid 
therefor.  This  report  is  now  before  the  country,  and  will  probably  be 
printed  by  Congress,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  a  copy  thereof  can  be 
readily  obtained. 

"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"  WM.  W.  BELKNAP, 

"  Secretary  of  War. 
"  To  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun, 

"  d;c.,  (&€.,  i&c.j  Washington.''^ 

I  would  further  state  in  reference  to  these  private  interviews,  that 
ou  both  those  occasions,  December  27,  1871,  and  January  20,  1872,  the 
Marquis  de  Chambrun  informed  me  that  he  was  satisfied  that  a  resolu- 
tion of  investigation  would  be  introduced  in  Congress,  investigating  the 
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matters  concerning  these  sales  of  arms ;  that  he  was  a  firiend  of  the 
Administration ;  that  he  was  attached  to  the  Administration ;  that  he  wsu 
anxious  that  this  resolution  should  be  offered  by  some  person  who  wa$  a 
friend  of  the  Administration;  and  that  he  thought  I  had  better  use  my 
influence  to  that  end.  I  told  him  it  made  no  difference  to  me  or  to  my 
Department  whether  a  resolution  of  investigation  was  offered  or  not,  or 
who  offered  it;  that  I  know  that  my  conduct  in  reference  to  the  mat- 
ter had  been  above  reproach ;  that  I  was  anxious  that  the  record  oC 
the  Department  in  reference  to  the  matter  should  go  to  the  couatry; 
and  that  while  I  did  not  seek  responsibility,  I  accepted  it,  and  would 
gladly  respond  to  any  resolution  of  investigation  that  was  offered.  He 
referred  to  that  subject  in  both  our  private  interviews.  I  believe  that 
is  all  in  reference  to  these  matters. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  invite  your  attention  now  to  the  testimony  of  the  marquis.  Take 
it  and  run  it  over  in  your  own  way,  if  you  have  read  it,  and  give  to  the 
committee  such  information  as  you  have. — A.  There  are  some  mattera 
here  that  I  must  refer  to :  On  page  344  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  re- 
marks :  *'  After  we  had  agreed  about  the  list  of  sales."  There  was  no 
agreement  about  the  list  of  sales;  there  was  no  necessity  for  any. 
When  he  asked  me  to  give  him  this  information  I  told  him  that  I  had  al- 
ready ordered  the  list  of  sales  to  be  made  up.  The  list  was  not  made 
at  his  request ;  it  had  been  ordered  previously. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Does  not  the  word  "  agree "  mean  something  like  concurrence  of 
opinion  I — A.  Possibly.  I  thought  when  reading  it  that  it  implied  some- 
thing a  little  different,  and  consequently  1  marked  it. 

Q.  Pardon  me  for  asking.  Was  there  a  concurrence  of  opinion  as  to 
your  furnishing  that  report  f 

Mr.  A>iES.  I  believe  it  means  coming  to  some  understanding.  A.— 
Yes,  sir.  The  substance  of  what  he  said  was  that  when  he  84iw  that  list, 
if  that  would  give  the  information  he  desired  it  would  be  satisfactory. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  You  had  ordered  it  before  f — A.  Several  days  before.  I  ordered 
it  on  the  23d  of  December. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  mean  that  you  had  no  list  of  sales  prepared  by  any  agree- 
ment with  him  f — A.  No,  sir.    Further  down,  on  page  344,  he  says: 

^^  Then  I  explained  to  him  that  an  appeal  had  been  taken  from  the 
decision  releasing  M.  Place." 

Place's  name  was  never  mentioned  to  me  by  him.  He  spoke  of  an 
investigation  going  on  in  reference  to  the  purchase  of  arms  in  France, 
but  Phice's  name  was  not  mentioned  to  me  by  him,  and  I  have  learned 
more  about  place  from  reading  this  testimony  than  I  knew  before.  I 
had  heard  very  little  of  him  before. 

'  By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Did  you  take  memoranda  of  those  conversations  also  t — ^A.  Xo, 
sir.    I  have  given  you  all  the  memoranda  I  have. 

Q.  So  you  speak  of  those  matters  from  recollection? — A.  Simply 
from  recollection.    On  page  344,  further  down,  he  says : 

"  The  Secretary  answered  me,  '  Before  I  signed  that  paper  of  Rem- 
ington, if  I  had  seen  that  letter  he  wrote  to  Le  Cesne,  he  would  never 
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have  got  it ;  never ;  and  if  I  had  kuown  it,  instead  of  giving  those 
papers,  I  should  have  spoken  some  words  which  he  would  have  remeiu- 
bered  to  the  hist  hour  of  his  life.'  About  that  I  am  jmsitive.  I  told, 
him,  ^Mr.  Secretary,  that  does  not  change  the  situation  at  all.' 
'  Well,'  said  he,  ^  give  me  a  way,  whatever  it  may  be,  to  qualify  my 
statements,  and  I  will  qualify  them  in  that  letter.' " 

That  is  an  entire  mistake.  I  never  said  so.  The  Marquis  de  Cham- 
brnn  asked  me  for  information  in  reference  to  the  contents  of  that  let- 
ter, and  asked  me  for  information  for  the  French  government.  I  told 
him  the  proper  way  for  him  to  obtain  it  was  for  his  legation  to  address 
a  communication  to  the  Department  of  State,  and  so  on.  Further 
down  he  says : 

"  I  did  not  know  very  well  how  to  help  him  out  of  his  own  troubles, 
because  he  was  very  much  troubled  about  that  certificate." 

Heis  mistaken  there.  If  I  had  known,  as  I  said,  of  what  Eeming- 
ton  had  stated  in  his  letter  to  Le  Oesne,  I  would  not  have  given  him 
that  letter;  but  the  whole  course  that  was  pursued  in  obtaining  infor- 
mation iu  reference  to  that  letter  was  at  the  request  of  the  marquis  him- 
self. 

On  pages  344-5  he  says  that  he  remarked  to  me — 

"  I  think  I  shall  have  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to  overcome  here  that 
letter,  Mr.  Belknap,  because  I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Bellonnet 
will  help  us  at  all ;  and  he  will  answer  at  once,  '  I  do  not  want  to  in- 
terfere in  this  case.'" 

The  marquis  is  entirely  mistaken.  He  never  said  that  to  me.  There 
is  an  intimation  on  page  345,  when  he  speaks  of  me  inviting  him  into 
the  private  room ;  when  he  is  asked  "  Did  he  invite  you  into  that  second 
room,  or  did  yoii  invite  himf  he  answers,  "He  invited  me  himself," 
which  creates  a  wrong  impression.  I  do  not  want  to  argue  the  case, 
but  simply  to  say  that  I  saw  that  he  was  apparently  anxious  for  a  pri- 
vate interview,  and  I  thought  possibly  he  knew  more  than  he  had  told 
there ;  had  some  information,  and  I  wanted  to  receive  it,  and  thought  he 
would  be  more  willing  to  give  it  to  me  in  private. 

1  presume  it  is  undeJTstood  that  this  last  meeting  was  the  20th  in- 
stead of  the  21st,  the  21st  being  Sunday.    That  is  a  mistake,  I  presume. 

.  On  page  347  he  says:  "Then  the  conversation  between  the  Secretar3^ 
of  War  and  myself  was  about  as  follows :  I  told  him,  'Mr.  Secretary,  I 
come  to  speak  to  you  confidentially  about  the  draught  of  the  letter  you 
showed  me  yesterday.'" 

He  is  mistaken  about  saying  that  he  spoke  to  me  confidentially.  I 
did  say  in  all  my  interviews  with  him  that  I  was  perfectly  willing  that 
all  the  information  the  War  Department  had,  that  I  had,  or  that  the 
ordnance  officers  had,  should  be  given  to  the  public;  that  1  had  no  de- 
sire to  have  it  kept  secret  at  all.    He  says,  further  down : 

" He  was  exceedingly  polite,  but  he  was  quite  excited,  and  said,  'Sir, 
I  am  the  Ordnance  Office.'"  Every  man  that  knows  me  knows  that  I 
never  said  any  such  thing.  I  made  no  such  remark.  When  he  charged 
the  Department  with  being  concerned  in  these  frauds  I  was  indignant, 
as  I  showed  by  the  expression  of  my  countenance,  I  suppose,  but  1  used 
no  such  language  as  that. 

Q.  Did  you  perhaps  say  that  you  were  the  head  of  the  Ordnance 
Ofiice,  and  responsible  for  itf — A.  No,  sir.  He  sjioke  of  "the  Depart- 
ment." As  soon  as  he  said  "Department"  I  took  it  for  granted  that  lie 
meant  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  that  these  things  were  done  with  his 

personal  knowledge.    On  page  347  he  says  that  he  told  me — 
"If  you  want  to  make  an  investigation,  1  will  help  you,  and  do  what  • 
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ever  I  can  to  enable  you  to  And  out  the  truth,  but  it  is  all  I  can  do.  I 
have  no  power  of  the  legation  to  do  so,  and  the  legation  cannot  give  me 
a  power." 

He  is  entirely  mistaken  tliere.  As  I  have  remarked  two  or  tbrvf 
times,  the  sending  of  the  information  relative  to  the  coutCDts  of  the 
letter  irom  Remington  to  Le  Cesne  was  at  his  request,  and  not  at  mm. 

On  page  348  he  says: 

**  This  matter  must  be  treated  by  the  legation,  and  I  can  tell  you,  with 
out  disclosing  any  confidence,  that  the  government  of  France  has  uo 
desire  whatever  to  interfere  m  this  case  at  all." 

I  remember  no  such  conversation  as  that,  although  it  is  not  verj-  ma 
terial.  I  would  like  to  remark,  as  I  have  remarked  before,  on  the  fact  (»f 
this  report  being  transmitted  to  Congress,  and  instead  of  its  being  shown 
to  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  a  letter  was  written  to  him  telling  him 
that  it  had  been  transmitted  to  Congress.  I  did  that  so  that  he  could 
obtain  that  information  more  promptly  then  he  could  obtain  it  at  niyottire. 
It  was  a  very  long  report.  I  was  anxious  to  get  it  to  the  country,  and  it 
would  have  taken  some  time  for  him  to  have  examined  it  in  mv  office.  I 
wrote  him  that  note  out  of  no  feelingof  di8resi)ect  whatever,  but  sincerely 
and  solely  for  the  purpose  of  giving  him  the  information  sooner  than  be 
would  otherwise  obtain  it.    He  says,  on  page  3G7,  that  I  said  this: 

"And  then  he  said,  'But  you  know  I  am  making  an  investigation  my- 
self, and  I  am  taking  down  whatever  Senator  Patterson  and  yours**li 
say  to  me.'  ^ 

He  is  mistaken  there.  I  did  not  tell  him  I  was  taking  down  whatever 
Senator  Patterson  and  himself  sjiid  to  me;  but  I  did  say  to  him  that  1 
desired  him  to  give  me  all  the  facts  which  he  had  in  his  possession,  if 
he  had  any,  which  would  aid  me  in  an  investigation;  and  I  used  my  best 
endeavors  to  get  that  information  from  him. 

Eight  here  I  desire  to  sa^- — I  do  not  think  I  have  mentioned  it  be- 
fore— that  on  the  day  of  my  interview  with  Senator  Patterson,  the  2'M 
of  Decern ber,  when  Senator  Patterson  gave  me  a  copy  of  the  letter  from 
Kemington  to  Le  Cesne,  it  being  the  first  time  I  had  seen  it,  I  sent  for 
Mr.  Potts,  the  chief  clerk,  across  the  hall,  aud-told  him  to  take  that  let- 
ter at  once  to  General  Dyer,  as  I  wanted  to  know  whether  all  the  state- 
ments made  in  that  letter  from  liemington  to  Le  Cesne  were  true. 

Again,  on  page  370,  although  this  matter  has  been  referred  to  before, 
he  says  of  me  :  "  He  agreed  that  the  list  of  sales  should  be  made  up." 
I  told  him  that  I  had  ordered  it  several  days  before.  I  only  refer  to  tbat 
so  many  times  because  he  does. 

On  page  383  he  says  of  himself:  "I  told  him  that  I  was  bound  to 
abide  by  the  directions  given  me  about  confidential  communicatiou< 
with  him;  but  I  «added,  'If  you  relieve  me,  so  much  the  better.'-' 

I  have  no  recollection  of  his  saying  that. 

Q.  Who  was  to  be  bound  by  the  confidential  communications,  he  or 
you! — A.  The  question  is  by  Mr.  Harlau: 

*'  1  want  to  bring  out  the  facts  on  that  point  connectedly,  if  I  can,  so 
that  we  can  remember  them.  You  came  to  the  Secretary  of  War  first 
with  a  letter  from  the  French  legation  marked  'Confidential'? — A.  Yess 
sir.  The  Secretary  of  War  told  me  at  once,  '  Nothing  confidential  about 
this  communication.'  I  told  him  that  I  was  bound  to  abide  by  the  direc- 
tions given  me  about  confidential  communications  with  him;  bat  1 
added,  '  If  you  relieve  me,  so  much  the  better.'  ^ 

Ue  said  nothing  to  me  about  confidential  communication.  I  did  not 
relieve  him. 

Q.  Was  there  not  the  word  "confidential"  in  the  letter  he  preaented! 
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— A.  Yes.  I  see,  on  exaininution :  '^  The  President  having  been  pleased 
to  permit  tliat  the  accounts  'of  the  War  Department  should  be  con- 
fidentially communicated  to  us." 

Q.  Was  there  any  talk  about  the  confidential  communication  then,  in 
that  I'eport? — A.  I  do  not  think  the  word  *' confidential "  was  used. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  relation  to  preparinp;  the  list  of  the  sales  of  arms;  which  was  to 
go  from  your  Department,  you  did  say  that  you  wanted  that  as  public 
as  the  world  ? — A.  I  said  so  several  times.    On  page  383  he  is  asked — 

"And  conversed  about  the  Remington  letter*?" 

He  answered : 

"And  conversed  about  it,  at  the  request  of  the  Secretary." 

I  did  mention  to  him  first  the  fact  of  this  letter  from  Ilemiugton  to 
Le  Cesne,  but  the  impression  sought  to  be  conveyed  appears  to  be  that 
I  was  embarrassed  and  in  trouble  about  this  matter  and  desired  to  be 
relieved,  whereas  the  whole  purpose  of  that  communication  was  to  an- 
swer a  request  for  information  made  by  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  for 
his  government. 

Q.  Was  it  true  that  vou  did  feel  anv  embarrassment  at  all  about  it? — 
A.  Xo  more  than  this:  If  I  had  known  of  the  existence  of  the  Reming- 
ton letter,  I  never  would  have  sent  him  the  indorsement  of  the  commu- 
nication of  General  Dyer;  I  would  not  have  given  it  to  him.  I  say  so 
now.    On  page  387  the  question  is : 

**  And  on  that  suggestion  of  yours  he  suggested  that  the  application 
would  have  to  go  through  the  Secretary  of  State  ? — A.  !No,  sir ;  it  was 
not  my  suggestion,  once  more.  I  tell  you  that  I  did  desire  it  when  he 
suggested  it,  and  that  I  took  the  trouble  to  arrange  that  matter  for  him 
for  liis  own  sake,  and  for  nobody  else's  sake." 

1  never  heard  of  that  until  I  saw  it  in  the  marquis's  testimony. 

By  Mr.  ScilURZ : 

Q.  Does  that  refer  to  the  desire  that  you  had,  I  think  you  skirted  so, 
to  have  the  thing  pass  through  the  State  Department  and  come  to  you 
in  the  regular  way  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Does  not  that  virtually,  then,  leaving  the  language  out  of  the 
question,  agree  with  your  own  statement? — A.  No,  sir;  I  think  not.  I 
suggested  to  him  that  that  communication  should  be  made  by  his  lega- 
tion to  the  Dei)artment  of  State,  in  order  to  give  him  information  for 
his  government.  I  did  not  want  any  information  for  myself.  I  did  not 
ask  for  it,  and  did  not  need  it.  He  says  that  it  was  done  for  my  sake, 
for  nobody  else's  sake.    On  page  388 : 

"  Q.  (By  Mr.  Harlan.)  Do  you  remember  w^hether,  at  either  of  these 
interview's  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  the  subject  of  a  Senate  resolution 
of  inquiry  was  spoken  of  at  all! — A.  The  Secretary  of  War  told  me 
that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  was  after  the  matter  and  that  he  would 
introduce  a  resolution." 

That  is  not  so ;  I  never  said  so.    Again : 

"  By  Mr.  ScHliRZ : 

"  Q.  Had  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  was  so  ? — A.  I  had  no  reason 
to  know  that  it  was  so,  but  I  saw  the  Secretary  was  exceedingly  anxious 
about  that  point,  and  called  him  a  Dutchman." 

This  is  utterly  untrue,  and  I  think  that  Senator  Schurz  believes  it  to 
^  untrue.  I  have  never  spoken  of  him  in  any  other  way  than  as  "  Sen- 
ator Schurz,"  or  "  Schurz,"  or  "  Carl  Schurz,"  as  he  is  generally  sx)oken 
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of,  as  lie  would  call  ine  "  Belknap,''  or  the  chairman,  **  Hamlin"— cer- 
tainly with  no  disrespect. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  right  here,  although  it  is  a  matter  of  very  littk 
importance,  whether  you  really  thought  I  was  going  to  introduce  a  rei^o- 
lution  of  inquiry  about  the  subject  ? — A.  I  never  heard  of  it.  I  nerer 
heard  of  a  retsolution  of  inquiry  until  Senator  Patterson  called  on  me. 

Q.  Had  you  any  reason  to  think  I  was  going  to  introduce  a  resolution 
of  inquiry  about  it,  or  did  think  of  it! — A.  No,  sir;  I  knew  that  whik 
these  sales  of  arms  were  going  on  you  called  upon  me,  perhaps  twice  at 
my  office,  and  once  spoke  to  me  in  the  Senate  about  it ;  but  I  never 
heard  that  you  were  to  ofter  a  resolution  of  inquiry. 

There  are  some  other  matters  in  which  I  think  the  marquis  is  mi^ 
taken,  but  they  are  not  particularly  important. 

I  desire  now  to  file  the  letter  of  Eemingtou  to  the  Secretary  of  War, 
asking  for  his  so-called  letter  of  credit  and  my  reply  to  him,  and  also 
a  copy  of  the  dispatch  from  Squire.  This  copy  of  the  dispatch  is  a 
translation  only.  [The'letter  is  annexed  to  the  testimony,  marked  Ex- 
hibit ^o.  25,  and  the  dispatch  as  Exhibit  Xo.  26.] 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q,  What  dispatch  is  that  ? — A.  When  the  letter  was  written  from  the 
French  legation  to  the'  Secretary  of  State,  this  dispatch  was  one  of  the 
inclosures  which  was  new  matter,  as  I  had  never  heard  of  it  before. 

Q.  Will  you  turn  to  the  dispatch  from  which  you  drew  the  inference 
that  the  Remingtonss  were  French  agents  f — A.  I  chink  I  gave  that  dis- 
patch in  my  testimony  when  first  examined. 

Q.  Will  you  turn  to  your  testimony  in  regard  to  it  and  read  what 
you  did  say  in  relation  to  it  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

[The  witness  rejid  the  dispatch  from  llion  to  W.  C.  Squire  of  October 
13,  and  his  own  testimony  in  relation  to  his  action  thereon.] 

Q.  Examine  that  dispatch  carefully  and  see  whether  it  does,  in  terms, 
convey  the  construction  which  you  gave  it. — A.  I  have  paid  more  atten 
tion  to  it  since  this  investigation  commenced  than  before.  The  words. 
"  have  not  yet  bought  for  the  Government,"  are  the  words  that  struck 
me  at  the  time  as  being  important  in  connection  with  this  matter.  1 
was  very  solicitous  to  prevent  arms  from  being  sold  to  the  agents  of  the 
belligerent  governments,  and  consequently  was  more  careful  than  I 
otherwise  would  have  been,  and  I  thought  that  if  I  erred,  I  had  bettererr 
on  the  proper  side,  and  General  Dyer  thought  so  too ;  but  if  he  had  not 
thought  so,  I  still  would  have  issued  that  order.  I  think  it  is  a  forced 
construction ;  but  under  the  circumstances  I  thought  I  was  doing  right 
in  stopping  those  sales. 

Bv  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  When  you  read  "  by  the  decree  of  the  government,"  the  word 
"  government "  being  twice  mentioned  as  "  the  government,"  meaning 
the  French  government  evidently — ''by  decree  of  the  government, 
issued  yesterday,  all  arms  entering  France  are  liable  to  be  taken  as 
national  property,  and  paid  for  according  to  appraisement;  speculators 
in  arms  intended  for  France  will  find  their  profits  small ;  competitioo 
with  you  has  been  forced  and  fictitious  " — did  it  not  strike  you  that  the 
French  government,  according  to  this  dispatch,  had  issued  a  decree 
which  would  make  it  a  very  risky  thing,  financially,  for  other  dealers 
to  import  arms  into  France  f — A.  No,  sir ;  it  did  not  strike  me  in  that 
way  at  the  time.    I  did  notrefiect  much  upon  that. 
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Q.  Did  it  not  strike  yoa  that  this  was  virtually  giving  a  monopoly  of 
tbe  whole  business  to  the  Remingtons  f — A.  1  suppose  that  a  person 
would  have  thought  so  from  reading  the  telegram. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  relation  to  all  the  negotiations  of  the  War  Department,  (by 
which  I  mean  to  include  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance,)  would  you  or  not  at 
all  times  have  promptly  furnished  to  any  Senator  or  Representative  all 
the  information  within  your  Department,  if  requested  ? — A.  Most  as- 
suredly, gladly. 


Exhibit  No.  25. 

Washington,  December  6, 1871. 

Sir  :  The  integrity  and  standing  of  our  house  having  been  called  in 
(luestion  in  some  of  our  recent  transactions,  we  deem  it  a  proper  favor 
to  solicit  from  the  War  Department,  as  an  auxiliary  for  our  vindication, 
Ruch  an  indorsement  of  our  character  and  standing  as  manufacturers 
and  dealers  in  arms,  as  its  records  may  present,  and  its  opportunities, 
during  our  long  dealings,  of  judging  of  these  points  have  been  afforded 
our  Government. 

We  therefore  request  a  letter  from  the  War  De[)artment  cov^ering 
these  points.  We  also  desire  for  our  vindication  the  facta,  under  your 
official  seal,  connected  with  the  purchase  by  us  of  50,000  Springfield 
muskets,  cleaned  and  repaired,  on  the  28th  of  September,  1870;  and  the 
sale  by  the  War  Department,  on  the  23d  of  October,  of  300,000  muskets. 
The  verification  of  tbe  fact  that  we  were  prohibited,  in  the  latter  trans- 
action, from  purchasing,  and  were  thus  compelled  to  resort  to  other 
parties  to  make  them,  is  also  solicited. 

As  our  loyalty,  during  the  recent  rebellion  in  the  United  States,  has 
also  been  questioned,  we  desire  to  trespass  on  your  kindness  further 
by  asking  your  indorsement  in  this  respect. 

Ho])ing  "for  a  favorable  and  early  replj'  to  our  request,  we  remain, 
very  respectfullv,  your  obedient  servants, 

E.  REMINGTON  &  SONS. 

P.  S. — We  would  also  be  pleased  to  be  informed  whether  the  arms 
and  ammunition,  when  sold,  were  considered  as  in  a  serviceable  condi- 
tion. 

E.  REMINGTON  &  SONS. 
To  the  Secretary  of  War, 

Washington^  D.  C, 

[First  indorseinenl.]! 

War  Department,  December  G,  1871. 

Referred  to  the  Ohief  of  Ordnance  for  report. 

WM.  W.  BELKNAP, 

Secretary  of  War, 

War  Department,  December  6, 1871. 

Gentlemen:  Your  letter  of  the  6th  instant  was  referred  by  me  to 
the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  whose  report  thereon  I  herewith  transmit  for 
your  information  and  use. 

Messrs.  E.  Remington  &  Sons, 

Wa>shington^  D.  C 

The  report  is  as  follows: 
43SA 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Departjient, 

Washinfftafij  December  6, 1871. 

To  the  Secretary  of  War  : 

Sir:  I  Lave  the  honor  to  report,  in  answer  to  the  letter  of  E.  Bern 
ingtx)n  &  Sons,  that  the  hou8e  of  E.  Kemington  &  Sous  has  been  veD 
and  favorably  known  to  this  Department  for  raore  than  twenty-live 
years,  during  all  of  which  time  it  has  had  its  confidence.  The  contract.^ 
made  by  this  Department  with  E.  Remington  &  Sons,  daring  the  war 
of  the  rebellion,  were  very  extensive,  amounting  to  millions  of  dollars, 
nnd  were  faithfully  and  satisfactorily  performed.  As  mauufactnrers  uf 
arms  during  the  rebellion  and  since,  their  house  has  deservedly  enjoyeti 
a  high  reputation.  No  house  in  the  country  has  enjoyed  more  fully  the 
confidence  of  the  War  Department  than  theirs,  and  its  ability  to  fultill 
all  contracts  made  with  the  War  Department  has  never  been  donbted. 
Its  loyalty  has  not,  to  mj'  knowledge,  been  questioned. 

Since  the  close  of  the  rebellion  this  Department  Inis,  with  the  sjiiic 
tion  of  Congress,  been  engaged  in  selling  arms  and  other  ordnance 
stores,  and  the  house  of  E.  llemington  &  Sons  has  frequently  been  a 
purchaser.  Between  the  1st  of  July  and  the  middle  of  October,  1^7<i. 
extensive  sales  were  made  by  this  Department  to  that  house,  araou;; 
them  a  sale  of  fifty  thousand  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets, 
at  $5  each,  on  the  28th  of  September,  1870.  There  was  very  little  de- 
mand for  this  grade  of  arms  at  that  time,  and  the  price  was  ctm 
sidered  as  very  low.  The  demand  for  Springfield  muskets  in 
creased  rapidly  from  that  time,  and  when  I  returned  to  duty  in 
the  Ordnance  Office,  about  the  middle  of  October,  1870,  I  fmw\ 
a  number  of  bids  for  such  arms  on  file,  and  bidders  anxious  to 
purchase,  so  anxious,  in  fact,  were  they  to  secure  them,  that  1  im 
mediately  decided  to  recommend  that  no  sale  should  be  made  no 
til  after  bids  for  Springfield  muskets  had  been  invited  by  this  De- 
])artment.  My  recommendation  to  that  effect  received  your  api>rovaK 
and  I  immediately  invited,  by  letter,  bids  from  all  the  principle  dealers 
in  arms  who  were  known  to  the  Department.  Half  an  hour  before  the 
time  fixed  for  opening  the  bids,  Mr.  Squire,  who  was  known  to  be  an 
agent  of  the  house  of  E.  Kemington  &  Sons,  showed  me  a  dispatch  frcim 
a  member  of  that  house,  which  stated  that  E.  Remington  &  Sons  were 
agents  of  the  French  government,  and  authorized  to  purchase  arms  for 
it.  The  object  of  Mr.  Squire  in  exhibiting  this  dispatch  to  me  ap- 
peared to  be  to  prevent  the  arms  from  falling  into  the  hands  of  parties 
who  would  extort  a  high  price  from  him  for  them.  He  seemed  anxious 
to  purchase  arms  from  the  Department  at  as  low  price^s  as  he  could 
get  them.  I  postponed  opening  the  bids,  and  immediately  showed  the 
dispatch  to  you,  and  you  promptly  told  me  to  suspend  the  sale,  and  not  to 
entertain  any  bid  of  Mr.  Squire  or  Remington  &  Sons  for  arms,  &c.  You 
told  me  that  you  would  not  allow  arras  to  be  sold  to  any  agent  of  either 
l)elligerent,  (France  or  Prussia.)  I  communicated  this  decision  to  Mr. 
Squire,  and  Invited  new  bids  for  the  arms.  A  few  days  afterwanl  I 
sold  a  large  number  of  Springfield  muskets  upon  bids  which  I  had  in- 
vited after  the  above  interview  with  you  had  taken  place.  Xew  Spring- 
field muskets  brought  from  812  05  to  $12  30,  and  cleaned  and  repaired, 
$9  30,  as  per  instructions  to  the  ordnance  agent,  as  follows: 


"Ordnance  Off 


•ICE,  War   DEPART3IEKT, 

"  October  20, 187iK 


"Sir:  Mr.  Charles  Wiight  having  failed  to  put  up  the  required  margw 
of  twenty  per  cent,  of  the  amount  of  his  bid  for  arm^  and  ammanitioo« 
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>vitliin  the  time  limited  by  the  teruis  of  sale,  bis  bid  has  been  rejected, 
and  the  following  awards  have  been  made,  viz  : 

*'To  Austin,  Baldwin  &  Co. : 

40,000  new  Sprin^eld  maskets,  caliber  .58,  at  $lli  30  each. 
110,000  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .58,  at  $9  30 
eaclu 

^*  To  Herman  Boker  &  Co. : 
50,000  new  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .5S,  at  $12  10  each. 

^To  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  : 
100,000  iiew  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .58,  nt  $11-'  05  each. 

"You  are  authorized  to  deliver  the  ordnance  stores  to  the  parties 
named  above,  at  New  York  City,  without  charge  for  boxes. 

"Certified  checks,  or  their  e(iuivalents,  for  twenty  per  cent,  of  the 
amount  of  each,  must  be  deposited  in  your  hands,  as  follows:  Messrs. 
Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  Messrs.  Herman  Boker  &  Co.,  Messrs:  Schuy- 
ler, Hartley  &  (Jraham,  by  4  o'clock  p.  ni.,  on  Friday,  the  21st  instant. 
**  You  will  be  governed  strictly  by  these  instructions,  and  no  departure 
whatever  from  them  will  be  permitted. 

''RespectfuUv,  vour  obedient  servant, 

*^A.  B.  DYER, 

''  Chief  of  Ordnance. 
*^  Major  S.  Crispin,  Box  1811,  Neic  Yorkr 

It  was  known  at  the  time  that  those  arms  were  in  demand,  and  I  con- 
sider the  prices  realized  as  perfectly  fair  j  and  I  would  not  have  sold 
new  Springfields  at  less  than  twelve  dollars  per  arm;  cleaned  and  re-% 
|)aired,  for  less  than  about  the  price  paid,  say  nine  dollars  and  thirty 
cents  per  arm ;  nor  the  breech-loading  Springfields  at  less  than  twenty- 
oue  dollars  and  sixty  cents,  their  cost  to  the  Government. 

As  early  as  the  4tli  of  October  1870,  during  my  absence  from  duty 
iu  the  Ordnance  Office,  the  War  Department  had  decided  not  to  sell 
new  Springfields  for  less  than  twelve  dollars,. nor  cleaned  and  re- 
paired Springfields  for  less  than  eight  dollars ;  and  before  my  return 
to  the  office,  on  the  13th  of  October,  1870,  bids  higher  than  eight  dollars 
had  been  received  at  the  Ordnance  Office  for  cleaned  and  repaired 
♦Springfield  muskets. 

In  reply  to  the  inquiry  as  to  the  quality  of  stores  sold  by  the  Depart- 
ment, I  have  to  say  that  all  ordnance  stores  disposed  of  as  serviceable 
were  believed  to  be  serviceable  and  fit  for  issue.  They  were  so  borne 
upon  the  property  returns  of  the  arsenals,  and  were  regarded  as  ser- 
viceabte  by  the  commanders  of  the  arsenals.  They  were  considered  as 
lit  for  issue  to  our  troops.  The  cartridges  which  were  sold  had  been 
duly  insj>eeted  before  being  received  by  the  United  States,  and  were  re- 
ganled  as  serviceable  and  tit  for  issue  when  sold. 

In  confirn)atiou  of  what  I  have  previously  stated  herein  as  to  the 
standing  of  the  house  of  E.  Kemington  &  Sons,  I  will  add,  that  the  report 
made  to  the  Secretary  of  War  in  1862  by  the  commission  on  ordnance 
and  ordnance  stores,  and  which  is  on  file  in  this  Bureau,  shows  that 
their  house  was  regarded  by  the  commission  as  eminently  loyal  and 
patriotic.  For  evidence  of  this  you  are  respectfully  referred  to  the  re- 
lH)rtof  the  commiasion,  and  particularly  to  the  letter  of  General  Holt, 
au  extract  from  whieh  is  here  given : 

^*  Among  the  proposals  is  that  of  E.  Remington  &  Sons  for  40,000 
Springfield  muskets  at  sixteen  dollars  each,  which   is   the   best  offer 
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made.  We  recommend,  as  a  means  of  fixing  the  price  of  tbis  arm  at  a 
fair  rate,  that  tbe  proposal  of  E.  Bemingtou  &  Sons  shall  be  at  oDce 
accepted,  and  a  contract  closed  with  them.  Mr.  liemington  is  o&e 
of  the  oldest  manufacturers  of  arms  in  the  United  States,  is  a  man  c^t 
high  character  and  undoubted  responsibility,  and  has,  in  his  couferent-H 
with  us,  displayed  public  spirit  that  cannot  be  too  strongly  commended. 
His  example,  if  properly  encouraged,  will  prove  invaluable  to  the  Gov 
eniment. 

'ST.  HOLT, 

"  Commissioner.'* 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DY2R, 
Chief  o/  Ordnance  United  States  Army, 

I  have  caused  the  official  seal  of  the  Department  to  be  herewith 
affixed  over  my  signature. 

Verv  respectfully,  &c., 

W.  \V.  BELKNAP, 

i<ecretary  of  War, 


Exhibit  No.  2(5. 

(Copy.) 

8  OCTOBBE,  1870. 

,  Consul  general  de  France  a  commission  d^armament^  Tours. 

Traduction  d'une  d^p^che  de  Squire  i\  Remington. 

Achet6  1,100  Springfields  ^  6  avec  cartouches  ^10;  560  Spencervj* 
20  et  cartouches  k  16,  ^tant  tout  ce  que  le  ministre  de  la  marine  avait 
(plus  400  Sharps  &  Hawkins  pour  lesquels  j^ai  oflert  12  avec  cartouches 
a  16.)  D(^partement  de  la  guerre  trfes-excit^  par  plusieurs  oflres  im- 
portantes  faites  en  ce  moment.  D6sirant  obtenir  de  plus  hants  prix,  le 
secretaire  a  d<^cidd  d'attendre  trois  ou  quatre  jours  pour  voir  venir.  J'ai 
d^abord  oflfert  7  pour  Springfield  et  12J  pour  les  cartouches,  aussi  1- 
jwur  le  vieux  raodele  Remington,  et  10  pour  les  cartouches.  Cette  a  et** 
refusde.  Alors  nous  oftrimes  8J  pour  Springfield  et  13^  pour  les  car 
touches.  Cette  offre  fut  aussi  refusc'^e  quoique  recommandee  par  h 
bureau  de  I'ordonnance.  Enfin  j'ai  oflert  8|  pour  250,000  SpringfieWs 
ou  une  partie  de  cette  quantite,  avec  un  nombre  proportionnel  de  car 
touches  ji  VS%.  Nous  avons  augment^  aussi  notre  ofl're  pour  le«  cartoa- 
ches  de  vieux  Remington  si  18.  Nous  avons  la  confidence  que  nos  offres 
serout  acceptees,  si  on  laisse  le  marche  tranquille  pendant  quelqne^ 
jours.  Nous  croyons  que  certaines  maisons  cherchent  s\  speculer.  et  il  e.^'i 
absolument  n(icessaire  que  toute  excitation  de  la  part  du  gouvernemeut 
fran^ais  ou  d'autres  sources  cesse.  Nous  savons  que  plusieurs  millions 
de  Spencers  ont  <?t6  accapares  par  des  maisons  qui  les  tiennent  encon' 
dans  I'espoir  de  faire  un  large  b^uifice,  mais  elles  ne  pourront  les  tenir 
longtemps. 

Nous  pourrons  les  avoir  j\  la  fin,  avec  une  l^gere  hausse  sur  le  prv 
da  gouvernemeut. 

I^  gouvernemeut  a  seulement  quelques  milliers  de  Spencers  pour  k> 
quels  nous  avons  aujourd'hui  offert20J  et  18  pour  les  cartouches. 
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Xous  possedons  les  plus  fortes  iutliiences  travaillant  pour  nous  qui 
nseront  de  nous  leurs  efforts  pour  r^ussir. 

31a  correspondance  avec  vous  doit  etre  cliiffree,  (par  voie  du  consul,) 
pour  ^viter  les  indiscretions. 

Voulez  vous  des  cartouches  pour  50,000  Spriugfields  d6y^,  exp^di^sf 
Voulez-vous  600  Sharps  h  12J,  avec  cartouches  ni^talliques,  prix  incon- 
nuef    Si  vous  voulez  des  Enlields,  inforiuez  nous,  fixant  les  liinites. 

Le  paquebot  St.  Laurent  n'est  arrive  qu'hier,  en  avaries.  On  craint 
que  les  reparations  a  faire  ne  retardent  son  depart  r6gleinentaire  de  3 
ou  4  jours. 

(Chiffree.) 

October  8,  1871. 

Consul-General  of  France  to  arming  commission  at  Tours, 
[Translation  of  a  dispatch  from  Squire  to  Hemington.] 

Bought  1,100  Springfields  at  6,  with  cartridges  at  10 :  560  Spencers  at 
20,  and  cartridges  at  16 ;  being  all  that  the  minister  of  the  marine  had, 
(besides  400  Sliarp  and  Hawkins,  for  which  I  have  offered  12,  with  car- 
tridges at  16.)  War  Department  greatly  excited  by  several  important 
offers  just  made.  Wishing  to  obtain  higher  prices,  the  Secretary  has 
decided  to  wait  three  or  four  days  for  developments.  I  at  first  offered 
7  for  the  Springfield,  and  12J  for  the  cartridges ;  also  12  for  old-model 
Remington,  and  16  for  cartridges. 

This  offer  has  been  refused.  Then  we  offered  8^  for  Springfield  and 
13f  for  cartridges.  This  offer  was  also  refused,  although  recommended 
by  the  Ordnance  Bureau.  Finally,  I  offered  8^  for  250,000  Springfields, 
or  part  of  this  number,  with  proportional  quantity  of  cartridges  at  ISj. 
We  also  increased  our  bid  for  cartridges  for  old  Keniingtons  to  18.  We 
are  confident  that  our  offers  will  be  accepted  if  the  market  is  lelt  quiet 
for  several  days.  We  believe  certain  houses  seek  to  speculate,  and  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  that  all  excitement  (of  the  market)  through  the 
French  government  and  other  sources  should  cease.  We  know  that 
several  million  Spencers  have  been  secured  by  some  houses  in  the  hope 
of  making  a  heavy  profit,  but  they  will  not  be  able  to  hold  them  long. 
We  will  be  able,  in  the  end,  to  obtain  them  at  a  slight  advance  on  Gov- 
ernment price. 

The  Government  has  only  several  thousand  Spencers,  for  which  we 
oft'ered,  to-day,  20J  and  18  for  cartridges. 

T3  {  We  have  powerful  influence  working  for  us,  {ind  their  best  efforts 
(     will  be  made  for  our  success. 

My  correspondence  with  you  must  be  in  cipher,  [chiffree  in  this  sense 
means  a  cipher,  made  by  using  the  figures  1,  2,  .^,  &c.,  for  the  alpha- 
bet.— Tr.,]  (through  the  consul,)  to  avoid  any  indiscretion. 

Do  you  wish  cartridges  for  the  50,000  Springfields  already  forwarded! 
Will  you  want  600  Sharps  at  12J,  with  metallic  cartridges  price  un- 
known!   If  you  desire  some  Enfields  notify  me,  fixing  limits. 

The  steamer  St.  Laurent  arrived  only  yesterday,  and  disabled.  It  is 
feared  that  the  necessary  repairs  will  dehiy  three  or  four  days  her  regu- 
lar sailing  day. 

(Ciphered.) 

Washington,  April  16, 1872. 

The  Marquis  de  Ciiambeun.  Allow  me  to  make  a  remark.  That 
point  about  saying  that  Mr.  Schurz  is  a  Dutchman,  when  I  read  my 
testimony  over,  I  had  stricken  out  myself,  because,  on  reflection,  I  con- 
cluded that  somebody  else  had  pronounced  that  word ;  but  here,  in  the 
heat  of  debate,  flet  it  drop. 
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Secretary  Belknap.    You  should  be  more  careful. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun.    I  struck  it  out  myself. 

Secretary  Belknap.    I  want  no  controversy ;  but  you  stnick  it  out 
after  you  had  said  it  and  it  had  gone  to  the  country. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun.    I  was  satisfied  to  make  the  correctioiL 
Kow  about  the  statement  of  the  two  gentlemen  from  the  War  Depart- 
ment who  have  been  examined  to-day.     I  submit  this  point  to  the 
Secretary,  that  he  may  answer  it    The  letter  which  I  believe  I  saw, 
at  the  second  interview  after  the  19th  or  the  20th,  was  written  on 
two  half  sheets  of  paper.      It  was  not  the  indorsement  which  the 
Secretary  has  before  him  now.    I  recognize  that  perfectly  well,    it 
was  on  two  half  sheets  of  paper,  pasted  together,  and  I  can  remem 
ber  how  the  two  half   sheets  were  put  together  very  well.     !Now 
for  the  letter :  It  was  sent  to  the  legation  in  that  shape,  [producing  from 
his  pocket  a  letter  on  foolscap  dispatch  paper,  folded  in  four  parts.]    I 
do  not  bring  the  letter  itself,  because  1  do  not  think  there  is  any  neces- 
sity for  it ;  but  this  which  I  do  i)roduce  I  think  is  in  the  same  8hai>e 
that  that  came  to  my  hands,  and  in  examining  it  yesterday  1  noticeil 
that  the  name  of  Mr.  Belknap  was  signed  by  the  copying  clerk  of  the 
Department  of  State.    This  is  the  kind  of  paper  on  which  it  was  writ- 
ten— blue  paper — and  is  the  shape  in  which  it  came  to  us. 

Secretary  Belknap.  That  is  the  State  Department  copy. 

The  Marquis  de  Chaivibrun.  The  letter  which  I  think  I  saw  on  the 
20th  was  a  letter  written  on  paper  of  that  description.  Now,  for  thi> 
indorsement,  I  recognize  it  perfectly  well.  The  Secretary  ot"  War  bit^ 
set  at  rest  the  point  that  the  letter  was  read  to  me  before  the  French 
consul  at  Kew  York. 

Secretary  Belknap.  1  beg  yo«r  pardon ;  I  have  not  said  the  letter 
was  read  to  you  at  fill.    I  say,  emphatically,  it  was  not. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  I  have  a  letter  which  I  have  receivini 
from  the  consul  at  Kew  York.  If  it  was  necessary  he  would  come  hen* 
and  testify  to  this,  but  I  will  translate  his  letter  in  reading  it  to  you  : 

*'New  Y^ork,  April  11, 1872. 

'^My  Dear  Marquis:  You  asked  me  whether,  after  having  read  the 
part  of  your  testimony  of  the  28th  of  March,  relating  to  the  call  we 
made  together  on  Mr.  Secretary  of  War,  on  the  20th  of  January  last,  I 
found  it  in  conformity  with  my  own  recollection.  Every  one  of  the 
circumstances  which  you  relate  about  the  letter  to  the  charge  d'affaires 
of  France  that  the  Secretary  read  to  us  remain  perfectly  present  to  my 
memory.  1  do  not  see  any  difference  in  our  recollections  but  in  what 
relates  to  the  number  of  persons  who  were  present.  You  si>oke  of  three 
persons  besides  the  member  of  Congress,  the  coming  in  of  whom  inter- 
rupted for  a  while  the  reading  which  was  being  made  to  us.  I  believe 
that  I  recollect  there  were  four  persons,  one  near  the  door,  on  the  right- 
'hand  side  in  coming  in,  and  the  three  others  behind  us  at  the  other 
extremity  of  the  room.  I  recollect,  however,  that  in  going  out  I  ex- 
pressed to  you  my  astonishment  that  the  Secretary  of  War  read  thus  a 
document  relating  to  his  own  affairs  with  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  legation  before  a  numerous  meeting  of  i^ersons  who,  outside  of  yon, 
were  more  or  less  foreign  to  the  matter. 

"Receive,  please,  my  dear  marquis,  mv  best  sentiments. 

"liELLAIGE  DE  BtTGHAS." 

Secretary  Belknap.  What  date  does  he  say  he  was  here  I 
The  Marquis  de  Cha3IBRUN.  Tbe  20th  of  January. 
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Secretary  Belknap.  He  was  not  here  on  the  20th  of  January. 

The  Chairman,  (to  the  Marqnis.)  Was  he  with  you  on  the  first  inter- 
view! 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  At  the  first  interview. 

Secretary  Belknap.  That  was  on  the  19th. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  But  he  takes  the  other  date  because  I 
explained  to  him,  on  looking  at  the  calendar,  that  he  was  mistaken.  If 
his  testimony  were  needed  (though,  of  course,  he  is  covered  by  his  con- 
sular privilege)  he  would  come  here  to  testify  to  this  fact ;  but  it  seems 
to  me  that,  so  far  as  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  War  goes,  with- 
out arguing  more  than  he  has  done,  I  have  nothing  to  remark  but  this 
fact,  which  struck  me  at  the  time,  and  unless  it  is  a  very  strange  delu- 
sion, I  believe  that  the  letter  was  just  as  I  describe  it,  and  the  name  of 
Mr.  Belknap  was  placed  in  the  middle,  on  the  third  page.  Perhaps  1 
am  mistaken,  but  in  that  case  it  is  one  of  the  most  strange  delusions  I 
have  ever  had. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  the  letter  from  the  State  Department  If 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  The  letter  from  the  State  Department 
1  have.  The  question  I  am  trying  to  recollect  exactly  what  took  i)lace 
about  is  this,  the  distinction  made  between  the  indorsement  and  the 
draught  of  the  letter  which  was  written  by  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the 
State  Department.  In  ftict,  that  is  the  only  point  about  which  Mr.  Sec- 
retary's recollections  and  my  own  do  not  agree  more  or  less.  For  in- 
stance, as  to  what  he  said  about  an  agreement  in  regard  to  those  sales 
of  arms,  1  meant  concurrence  in  what  he  had  done,  because  when  1 
called  on  him  he  had  already  given  directions  to  the  Ordnance  Oflice,  as 
he  states. 

So  I  meant  only  that  it  was  an  agreement  about  the  way  I  should  see 
the  list  of  the  sales  when  it  was  made.     That  was  my  idea. 

Now  I  do  not  see  any  other  remark  to  make  but  on  this  point  of  the 
letter,  which  is  distinct  from  the  indorsement,  and  about  that  point  I 
think  that  that  letter  was  on  the  table  of  the  Secretary,  and  that  I 
studied  it  more  or  less  that  morning.  Of  course,  after  two  months  or 
three  months,  when  so  many  things  have  passed  through  one's  mind,  it 
may  be  that  it  is  a  mistake.  It  is  only  to  the  best  of  iny  recollection, 
just  as  the  Secretary  puts  it  on  his  i)art,  but  my  recollection  goes  the 
other  way,  even  after  the  explanations  of  Mr.  Crosby. 

The  Chairman.  Within  about  how  many  days  alter  this  interview 
<lid  you  get  your  copy  from  the  State  Department  that  you  say  you 
have  f 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  Ten  or  eleven  days,  but  in  fact  I  had 
not  it  niyself  before  the  3d  of  February. 

Washington,  April  10, 1872. 

The  (yHAiRMAN  presented  the  following  from  Colonel  Ben^t,  which 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  testimony : 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

^Vashington,  Aiyril  16, 1872. 

Sir  :  My  attention  having  been  called  to  certain  omissions  and  inac- 
curacies in  the  statement  on  page  1G3  of  printed  testimony,  I  have  the 
honor  to  submit  in  correction  thereof,  the  original  statement  from  which 
I  testified  at  that  time,  and  to  request  that  it  may  be  accepted  as  part 
«f  my  testimony,  viz : 

Memorandum  of  arms  issued  to  the  militia  since  January  1, 1805 : 
Springfield  breech-loading  muskets,  caliber  .50 .' $10, 015 


Spencer's  breech-loading  carbines,  caliber  .50 1, 719 

Smith's  breech-loading  carbines,  caliber  .50. . 


1,000 
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Spencer's  breech-loading  rifles,  caliber  .50 $30 

Henry's  breecb-loading  rifles,  caliber  .44 15 

Eevolving  pistols 149 

Springfield  muzzle-loaders,  caliber  .58 36, 2*Jl 


Total 56,149 


The  number  of  serviceable  arms  in  the  arsenals,  at  the  commencomen 

of  the  French-German  war,  (June  30,  1870,)  was  about  1,151,088,  com- 
posed of  the  following  kinds  and  calibers,  viz: 
Muskets : 

Springfield  breech-loaders,  caliber  .58,  ( Allin's) 2. 2<C 

Springfield  breech-loaders,  caliber  .50,  model  of  1866 8, 2t?J 

Springfield  breech-loaders,  caliber  .50,  model  of  1868 39, 7.'i3 

Spencer's,  Sharp's,  and  other  breech-loaders 5,  iriO 

Spencer's,  Sharp's,  and  other  breech-loading  carbines 133, 596 

Springfield  muzzle-loaders,  caliber  .58 699, 134 

Enfields,  caliber  .58,  and  other  patterns 193, 536 

Colt's,  Eemington's,  and  other  pistols 69, 462 

1,151,  OSS 
.  —  ■ 

The  number  of  serviceable  arms  now  on  hand  at  the  arsenals  is  al^out 
682,689,  and  made  up  of— 

Breech-loaders: 

Springfield,  Allin's  alteration,  caliber  .58 2. 21)2 

Springfield  cadet,  models  of  1866  and  1869 1, 8.ss 

Springfield  model  of  1866 10,9<MJ 

Springfield  model  of  1868 12,7ri6 

Springfield  model  of  1870 6, 076 

Sharp's  breech-loading  carbines 20, 821 

Spencer's  breech-loading  carbines 3,2^^ 

Other  breech-loading  carbines 46, 61!^ 

Colt's  and  Remington's  pistols 15, 900 

Muzzle-loaders : 

Springfield,  caliber  .58,  new 355, 378 

Springfield,  caliber  .58,  cleaned  and  repaired 41, 693 

397,071 

Enfields,  caliber  .oS 82,250 

Other  models 81,000 

In  hands  of  troops  in  the  field  : 

Breech-loading  muskets : 

Remington's,  caliber  .50 1, 000 

Sharp's,  caliber  .50 1,000 

Springftelds,  caliber  .50 19,01^ 

Ward-Burton's,  caliber  .50 6(Hi 

Breech-loading  carbines : 

Springfields,  caliber  .50 3(K) 

Spencer's,  caliber  .50 4, 0<4 
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Sharp's,  caliber  .50  5, 397 

Remington's,  caliber  .50 300 

Revolvers,  caliber  .44 8, 031 

39,  731 

Itespeotfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance, 
Hon.  Hannikal  Hamlin, 

Chairman  Select  Committee  to  Investigate  Sales  of  ArmSj  &c. 


Washinoton,  April  17,  1872. 

The  chairman  presented  a  communication  from  Colonel  P.  V.  Hag- 
nar,  inclosing  the  correspondence  relative  to  the  nine  Gatling  guns  and 
carriages. 

[The  correspondence  is  hereto  annexed,  marked  Exhibit  No.  27.] 

Exhibit  No.  27. 

Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  New  York^  April  15, 1872. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  forward  herewith  the  correspondence  on 
file  at  this  arsenal  relative  to  the  nine  Gatling  guns  and  carriages, 
issued,  upon  the  requisition  of  Major  S.  Crispin,  to  the  Colt's  Arms  Manu- 
facturing Company,  in  compliance  with  the  instructions  of  the  com- 
mittee of  which  you  are  chairman. 

Yer^'  respect  full  V,  your  obedient  servant, 

r.  V.  iiagnek, 

Colonel  of  Ordnance. 

To  the  Honorable  Hannibal  Hamlin, 

Chairman  of  Committee  on  Sale  of  Arms,  cfTc*., 

United  States  Senate,  Washington^  1),  C. 

P.  S. — Letters  are  numbered  from  1  to  42  inclusive. 


No.  1. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  New  York,  January  9,  1872. 

Sir:  I  respectfully. forward  the  inclosed  letter  for  your  instructions. 

The  clamp  and  screw  are  necessary  implements  to  remove  the  gear, 
which,  of  the  Gatling  10-barrel  gun,  in  taking  it  apart  (as  detailed  in 
the  printed  instructions  and  accompanying.)  Finding  but  three  such 
clanips  witli  the  nine  guns  sent  here,  and  supposing  that  they  had  been 
accidently  omitted  from  the  implement-box,  I  notified  the  company,  as 
I  had  been  obliged  to  issue  one  with  each  of  the  three  guns  recently 
ordered  away,  and  had  none  for  the  remaining  six. 

The  company  state  that  it  is  their  "custom  to  issue  only  one  to  three 
or  four  guns.'' '' 
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As  all  of  our  gans  may  be  issued  separately,  I  think  it  essential  t(^ 
have  our  clamp  and  screw  for  each  gun,  and  can  have  them  made  he:? 
if  the  "custom  of  the  company"  is  in  accordance  with  the  agreemen: 
cf  the  Department. 

Very  respectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  of  Ordnance j  Comniandinf;. 

Chief  of  Ordnance,  Washlnglon,  J).  C\ 


No.  2. 


ORDNA^•cE  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy^  New  Yo}%  January  21, 1S71. 

Sir  :  During  my  absence  at  Washington  an  issue  was  made  to  voui 
company,  upon  requisition  of  Major  Crispin,  of  nine  .50  inch  caliberGatiin; 
guns,  and  the  limber  ammunition-chests  belonging  to  the  carriajies." 
I  understood  from  General  Dyer,  and  also  from  Dr.  Catling,  in  Wash 
ington,  that  the  gun-carriages  and  limbers  complete  were  to  be  issufl 
with  these  guns.  Do  you  not  want  them  ?  I  am  ordered  to  make  car 
riages  for  the  new  .50  inch  caliber  Catling  guns  that  you  are  to  send  here. 
and  supposed  thoy  were  to  replace  the  presentcarriages  which  yon  wpr^* 
to  have.  Please  let  me  know  from  you  about  it. 
Very  respectfullv,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V.  HACNER, 
Colonel  Ordnew.t, 
Geneial  W.  B.  Franklin, 

CoWs  Arms  Companyj  Hart  for  d^  Conned  lent. 


Ko.  3. 


Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
39,247.]       .  Hartford,  Connecticut,  January  23, 1871. 

General  :  Your  letter  of  the  21st  instant  has  been  received.  We  only 
needed  the  nine  guns  and  limber-chests,  because  these  required  altew- 
tion.  The  remaining  parts  of  the  carriages  were  to  be  held  subject  to 
order  at  Watervliet.  When  the  guns  are  altered,  they  (the  carria^e^i 
will  be  sent  for  from  New  York. 

Certain  castings  required  for  the  new  carriages,  on  account  of  an  an 
tomatic  traversing  apparatus,  we  will  send  you.  The  limber-chest  ought 
also  to  be  larger,  so  that  you  can  hardly  go  to  work  on  the  carriaj:e>' 
except  the  mere  running  parts,  until  we  can  give  you  more  data,  wliicb 
will  not  be  for  some  time. 

Kespectfullv,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-President,  General  Agent  ColVs  Arms  Companjf. 

General  P.  V.  Uagner, 

Ordnance  Corps,  WatirMd  AisenaL 
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No.  4. 

Ordnance  Office,  Water vliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troyj  Netc  York^  February  8, 1871. 

My  Dear  General  :  I  will  thank  you  to  send  me  such  drawings,  or 
description,  as  may  aid  me  in  making  the  carriages  for  the  new  style  Oat- 
ling,  as  soon  as  yoa  can,  as  I  am  now  ready  to  commence  work.    I  send 
your  ninej  with  limbers,  to  New  York  to-night. 

I  do  not  wish  to  hurry  you  at  all,  if  not  ready ;  but  only  not  to  lose 
time  unnecessarily,  if  I  can  do  any  part  of  the  work  now. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

r.  V.  HAGNEU, 

Colonel  of  Ordnance. 
General  W.  B.  Franklin, 

Coifs  Patent  Fire-Armn  Company ^  Hartford^  Connecticut. 


No.  5. 


Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire-Ar3is 

Manufacturing  Co3ipany, 
39,429.]  Hartford^  Connecticut^  February  24,  1871. 

My  Dear  General  :  I  apologize  for  not  sooner  answering  your 
letter  of  the  8th  instant,  but  I  was  absent  when  it  was  receiyed,  and 
have  only  just  returned. 

I  think  that  the  best  thing  to  do  will  be  to  send  you  one  of  the  car- 
riages that  we  haye,  which  is  made  after  your  model,  except  that  it  is- 
fitted  with  a  traversing  apparatus.  This  apparatus  involyes  the  eleva- 
ting screw,  and  is  furnished  with  the  gun.  The  limber-chest  is  differ- 
ent, too,  from  those  which  you  made,  on  account  of  changes  in  the  feed- 
cases,  and  we  will  send  one  of  them. 

The  carriage  will  be  ready  next  week,  and  will  be  sent  to  you  with  an. 
explanatory  letter. 

Truly,  your  friend, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-President  CoWs  Arms  Company. 
Brigadier  General  P.  V.  Hagner, 

Ordnance  Department^  WatervUet  Arsenal. 


No.  C, 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troj/y  New  York,  April  14,  1871. 

Gents  :  Please  furnish,  for  United  States,  9  sets  of  gun-castings^ 
rough,  for  the  new  Gatling  guncarrijigeS ;  also,  25  circular  feeding-cases,, 
suitable  for  ine,  with  the  guns  you  ace  to  furnish  to  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment, caliber  .50. 

I  will  thank  you  to  hurry  on  the  Gatling  gun,  caliber  .50,  with  10  bar- 
rels, which  you  promised  to  send  to  me  a^s  a  pattern. 
V^ery  respectfully,  &c., 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  of  Ordnance j  Brevet  Brigadier  Oeneral. 

Colt's  Arms  Manufacturing  Company, 

Hartford  J  Conn. 
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No.  7. 

40,091-002.]  Hartford,  Connecticut,  April  18,  ISTl. 

Dear  Sir  :  Your  favor  of  the  14tli  came  duly  to  hand  yesterday. 
The  nine  sets  of  castings  are  in  the  works,  and  will  be  forwarded  as 
soon  as  ready.    We  had  intended  to   lit  up  the    parts    marked  C. 
alluded  to  in  our  letter  of  the  25th,  but  as  you  prefer  it,  we  will  send 
the  castings  in  the  rough.    The  entire  number  of  circular  feeding 
cases  (30  to  each  gun,  270  in  all)  are  nearly  completed,  and  will  be 
finished  before  the  guns  are  ready.    We  sent  you,  March  24, 1871,  one 
.50  caliber  Gatling  gun  carriage-trail,  with  a  set  of  castings  on,  to  work 
by.    Also  one  ammunition-chest,  one  tray,  and  one  tin  feeding-case. 
We  also  sent  yon,  on  the  6th  instant,  one  .50  caliber  Gatling  ten-barrel 
gun  for  the  purpose  of  making  experiments,  with  feed-cases  on.    AU 
were  directed  to  your  address.    Please  inform  us  whether  they  hare 
been  received,  and  oblige,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

HUGH  HARBISON, 

Treojsurer, 

Colonel  P.  V.  Hagner,  U.  S.  A., 

Watervliet  Arsenal^  West  Troy^  2iew  York. 


No.  cS. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  ^"ew  York,  April  19,  1871. 

General  :  How  nmny  degrees  elevation  does  the  Department  expect 
or  desire  to  have  with  the  .50  inch  caliber  gunf  I  have  placed  an  axle- 
tree  and  wheels  on  the  carriage-body  you  sent  to  me,  and  find  that  tbe 
maximum  elevation-trail  resting  on  the  floor  (on  top  of  knife  edge)  is  ."i". 
Is  this  enough! 

By  cutting  off  the  solid  metal  forming  the  screw-head,  and  also  a  little 
from  the  brass  screws,  this  could  be  increased  if  desired. 
The  1-inch  caliber  carriage  admits  of  10°  maximum. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

P.  V.  1IAG>ER, 
Brevet  Brigadier  General^  United  iitutes  Armj/, 

General  W.  B.  Franklin, 

Coifs  Arms  Company,  Hartford,  Connecticut. 


No.  0. 


40,142.J  Hartford,  Connecticut,  April  21, 1S71. 

Dear  Sir  :  Your  valued  favor  of  the  19th  came  duly  to  hand.  Tbe 
sample  carriage  sent  to  you  is  made  like  those  furnished  to  other  parties, 
and,  of  course,  the  elevation  of  the  gun  would  be  the  same.  Dr.  Gat 
ling,  however,  now  that  his  attention  has  been  called  especially  to  tbe 
subject,  is  of  the  opinion  that  more  elevation  is  desirable.  We  would 
therefore  suggest  whether  this  could  not  be  the  most  readily  accom- 
plished by  adding  to  the  top  of  the  "chests,"  upon  which  the  betl  of  the 


SALE  OF  ARMS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT. 


685 


turntable  rests,  thus  elevating  the  trunnions  sufficient  to  give  the  re- 
quired angle.  The  method  proposed  by  you  would  of  course  accomplish 
the  object ;  but  if  there  is  no  objection  to  the  plan  we  propose,  perhaps 
it  might  be  a  little  less  trouble. 

The  gun  sent  you,*  it  will  be  observed,  has  temporary  trunnions  bolted 
to  the  center  of  the  frame,  whereas  in  those  we  are*  making  for  the  Gov- 
ernment they  are  set  somewhat  below  the  center,  which,  you  will  per- 
ceive, will  give  your  regular  guns,  when  mounted  on  the  same  carriage, 
an  angle  of  about  8°,  when  the  knife-edges  are  imbedded  in  the  ground. 
Should  any  other  questions  arise  in  reference  to  the  matter,  we  shall 
be  pleased  to  give  any  information  in  our  power. 
We  remain,  general,  vours,  very  truly, 

HUGH  HARBISON, 

Treamtrer. 
General  V.  B.  Hagner,,  U.  S.  A., 

Commanding  Waierrleif  Arsenal^  West  Troy^  Netc  Yoric, 


No.  10. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  New  York,  April  27, 1871. 

My  Dear  General:  If  yon  will  notice  the  cap-squares  on  your  car- 
riage you  will  find  that  they  overhang  the  cast-iron  bed-plates  forming 
the  seats  for  the  trunnions  by  about  tive-sixteenths  of  an  inch,  both 
front  and  rear. 


L  E, — A  B  is  longer  than  C  D  by  five-eighths.  Now,  this  is  not 
draceful 

Can  you  not  tack  on  a  strip  to  each  end  of  the  pattern,  so  as  to  leave 
this  bed-phite  longer,  C  D,  as  I  have  shown  on  the  sketch.  This 
will  look  and  be  better. 

.  The  cap-square  is  of  good  size,  and  just  the  right  length,  so  that  alter- 
ing: the  cast-iron  bed  is  the  only  plan  of  bringing  the  two  pieces  even. 

If  you  have  not  had  these  plates  all  cast,  please  change ;  if  you  have, 
of  course  I  will  take  them  as  they  are. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

P.  V.  HAGNER 
General  Franklin, 

Golfs  Arms  Company,  Hartford,  Connecticut 
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No.  11. 

HABTf'ORD,  CONWECNICUT,  April  29, 1871. 

D£AB  Sir  :  In  reply  to  yours  of  the  27tb,  I  would  say  that  the  castings 
4ire  all  out  and  will  be  forwarded  on  Monday. 

The  bed-plates  were  made  shorter  at  the  point  to  which  you  refer,  for 
the  purpose  of  allowing  the  fingers  a  more  reiid^v  and  better  hold  of  the 
42nd  of  the  cap-square,  in  hastily  dismounting  the  gun ;  but  as  job 
prefer  it  otherwise,  we  regret  that  the  change  could  not  have  been  sofj- 
4jested  earlier,  so  that  the  pattern  might  have  been  altered.  We  trust, 
iliowever,  that  when  you  come  to  see  the  guns  all  together,  this  point 
will  not  appear  objectionable. 
We  remain,  vours,  trulv, 

HUGH  HARBISON, 

Treasurer. 
(lencral  P.  V.  Hagner,  U.  S.  A., 

Commanding  Water vlict  Arsenal^  Went  Troy,  Meic  York. 


No.  12. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  Neic  York,  May  9, 1871. 

My  Dear  General:  The  three  boxes  containing  the  iron  casting? 
<jame  to  hand  safely  yesterday.  The  sample  brass  handle  for  elevating 
vscrew  was  also  received. 

The  next  thing  is  to  get  about  thirty  to  fifty  feed-cases,  (enough  to  fill 
an  ammunition-chest,)  so  that  1  may  get  up  a  suitable  pattern  of  chest. 
Please  send  as  soon  as  you  can. 
Very  respectfully,  vours, 

r.  V.  HA(iNEIi, 
Colonel,  Brevet  Brigadier  General 
General  W.  I).  Franklin, 

Coifs  Arms  Company,  Hartford,  Connecticut. 


No  13. 


Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
40,283.]  Hartford,  Connecticut,  May  15, 1872. 

My  Dear  General:  The  feed-cases  of  the  guns  are  well  ouder 
way,  but  none  will  be  ready  to  send  in  less  than  four  weeks.    They  aie 
necessarily  all  in  about  the  same  state  of  progress. 
The  trunnion  matter  will  be  examined,  and  we  will  inform  you  about  it. 
Truly,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice  President,  General  Agent  Coifs  Arms  Company. 
^General  P.  V.  Uagner,  U.  S.  A., 

Commanding  WatervUet  Arsenal,  Xevc  York, 
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No.  14. 

Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Tray,  New  York,  May  10,  1871. 

Gentlemen  :  Have  you  observed  that  the  diameter  of  the  tnmnioD, 
as  well  as  that  of  the  tniunioii-holes,  is  larger  iii  the  six-barrel  Gatling 
than  ill  the  ten-barrel  one  you  sent  nie.  Our  carriages  had  the  trunnion- 
holes  bored  to  2.75  diameter,  and  the  trunnions  had  2.70  diameter,  the 
^ame  as  for  our  mountain  howitzers  and  prairie  carriages  and  guns. 

This  carriage  you  sent  for  the  new  Gatling  gun  has  the  trunnion- 
holes  just  2.70  and  the  trunnions  of  the  gun  2.67 ;  consequently,  the 
old  guns  will  not  fit  the  new  carriages.  Is  there  any  reason  why  you 
should  not  finish  up  the  new  trunnions  2.72  inches  diameter,  and  I  can 
then  bore  out  the  cap-squares  (trunnion  holes)  2,75,  as  heretofore,  and 
as  in  our  prairie  carriages. 

The  usujil  diftereuce  in  field  carriages  between  trunnion  hole  is  .03. 
More  has  always  been  allowed  in  the  mountain,  but  I  should  prefer  to 
have  the  Gatling  as  close  as  any.  ^ 

Have  any  of  the  new  gun  trunnions  been  finished,  and  to  what  size. 
2.72  would  be  better  than  2.67,  if  you  can  so  make  them. 
Verv  respectfullv,  &c., 

V.  V.  HAGNER, 

Colonel  Ordnance. 

Colt's  Arms  Manufacturing  Company, 

Hartford,  Connecticut. 


No.  15. 


Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
Hartford,  Connecticut,  May  12, 1871. 

My  Dear  General:  The  diameter  of  the  trunnions  o^  the  ten-bar- 
rel gun  that  you  have  is  probably  incorrect,  as  they  are  mere  temporary 
fixtures. 

The  diameter  of  all  the  trunnions  for  the  small  Gatling  guns  that  we 
have  made,  including  the  fifty  made  for  the  United  States,  is  2.7  inches. 
This  diameter  was  fixed  by  the  Ordnance  Department,  and  I  am  under 
the  impression  is  that  of  a  prairie  gun  of  some  kind,  just  as  you  say. 
The  trunnions  for  the  nine  guns  now  getting  constructed  have  been 
already  made,  and  are  of  the  same  diameter,  so  that  it  is  too  late  to 
make  any  alteration.  There  is  some  play  in  the  boxes,  but  not  much. 
But  you  can  depend  upon  all  of  the  trunnions  having  a  diameter  of  2.7 
inches. 

Trnlv,  vours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
VicePr evident.  General  Ag3nt  Coifs  Arms  Company. 
General  P.  V.  IIagner,  U.  8.  A., 

Watervliet  Arsenal,  New  York. 
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Iso.  16. 


B 


F 


Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
Hartford^  Connecticutj  May  20, 1871. 

Dear  General:  Yesterday  I  caused  to  be  sent  to  you  two  feed-cases 
and  a  hopper. 

The  feed-case,  with  the  exposed  steel  spring,  can  be  placed  on  \t»  nar 
row  side  in  the  direction  a  6,  so  that  several  can 
be  packed  in  the  tray,  which  is  sketched  at  the 
margin. 

No  case  that  will  hold  twenty  .50  cartridges 
cau  be  made  that  will  fit  the  tray  in  the  direc- 
tion a  c. 

We  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  feed-case 
above  mentioned. 

Please  examine  the  articles,  and  return  all  to 
us  as  soon  as  possible.  If  you  like  the  feed-case, 
you  can  probably  at  once  take  such  measure- 
ments as  will  enable  you  to  fit  the  trays  for  its 
reception.  But  we  are  anxious  to  have  these 
samples  back  as  soon  as  possible,  in  order  to  go  on  with  their  manufac 
ture  at  the  earliest  moment. 
Truly,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIX, 
Vice-President^  Qeneral  Agent  Coifs  Arms  Companj/, 

General  P.  V.  Hagner, 

Commanding  Watervliet  Arsenal^  Neic  Yark, 


No.  17. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  NeicYork,  May  22, 1871. 

My  Dear  General  :  I  return  the  sample  cases  which  arrived  before 
your  letter,  just  received.  I  had  also  decided  in  favor  of  the  ootside 
spring-case,  but  modiiied  as  shown,  so  as  to  dispense  with  the  apron.  1 
see  no  use  in  that.  I  think  that  you  will  agree  that  it  can  be  left  off.  I 
have  tried  to  exphiin  my  idea  when  with  you  about  this,  but  am  glad  tu 
have  the  means  of  illustrating  it  so  well  as  this  case  does. 

I  had  measured  and  came  to  the  same  conclusion  you  announced  before 
receiving  your  letter,  and  have  had  some  wood  patterns  made,  which  will 
enable  me  to  return  the  cases  to  you  by  express  to-night,  as  the  wood 
pattern  will  answer  for  me  to  build  the  chests.  I  hope,  however,  tba» 
you  will  send  some  cases  as  soon  as  you  can. 
Very  respectfullv,  vours, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  Ordnanct. 
General  Franklin, 

Viet' President  and  General^  A  gent,  CoWs  Arms  Company, 

Hartford,  dynnecticut 
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No.  18. 

Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troyj  New  York,  May  29,  1871. 

My  Dear  General:  I  send  the  hopper.  Am  glad  we  shall  now 
be  all  right.  We  can  get  four  feed-cases  in  a  tray  and  sixteen  trays  in 
our  i)resent  chest,  making  1,280  cartridges  to  the  gun-limber.  We  had 
1,500  with  the  straight  cases,  (using  the  space  for  two  feed-cases  in  each 
chest  for  tools,  &c.) 

Very  truly,  vours, 

P.  V.  HAGNEU, 

Colonel  of  Ordnance. 
General  Franklin, 

Vice-President  CoWs  Arms  Company^ 

Hart/ordj  Connecticut, 


No.  19. 


Hartford,  Connecticut,  July  7, 1871. 

Dear  Sir  :  The  nine  Gatling  guns  have  been  inspected  by  Colonel 
Benton,  and  we  are  instructed  to  deliver  them  to  you. 

Please  direct  as  to  their  shipment,  and  oblige,  sir,  very  respectfully, 
yours, 
For  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms  Manufacturing  Company, 

LEWIS  SHELDON. 
General  P.  V.  Hagner,  U.  S.  A., 

Commanding  Watervliet  Arsenal,  West  Troy,  N.  Y, 


No.  20. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  New  York,  July  10, 1871. 

General  :  I  have  no  orders  relative  to  these  guns.    You  can  send 
tbem  by  railroad  and  freigbt  line  to  my  address,  in  conformity  with  the 
instructions  you  have  received. 
Tlie  box  containing  thirty  feed-cases  arrived  on  the  24th  ultimo. 
Yerv  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Col.  Ordnance,  Brevet  Brig.  GenH,  IT.  S.  A.,  Commanding. 

Colt's  Patent  Fiue-Arms  Co^ipany, 

Hartford,  Connecticut. 


No.  21. 

Dartford,  Connecticut,  July  14,  1871. 

Dear  Sir:  We  forwarded  to  jour  address  today  the  nine  Catling 
guns,  as  per  railroad  reeeij)t  herewith  inclosed.   The  agent  at  this  end  of 
the  line  could  not  give  the  amount  of  freigbt  on  said  guns  to  your 
44  s  A 
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place.    Please  advise  us  of  the  amount,  and  we  will  remit  the  same  to 
you  at  once. 

Trusting  that  the  guns  will  come  safely  to  hand  in  due  time,  we  r^ 
main,  general,  yours,  very  trulv, 

HUGH  HARBISON, 

Treasurer, 

Genei-al  P.  V.  Haoneb,  U.  S.  A., 

Commanding  WatervHet  Arsenal^  West  Troy,  New  York. 


No.  22. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watebvliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  New  York,  JtUy  22, 1871. 

Gentlemen  :  The  nine  boxes  containing  the  Gatling  guns  shippeil 
to  my  address  from  your  factory  on  the  13th  instant,  arrived  here  on 
the  20th  and  21st  in  good  condition.    Freight  bill  on  railroad,  |22  50. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Col.  of  Ordnance,  Brevet  Brig.  OenU,  U.  /S.  A.,  Commatidin^. 

Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms  Company, 

Hartford,  Connecticut. 


1^0.  23. 


Hartford,  Connecticut,  July  25, 1871. 

Dear  Sir:  Your  favor  of  the  22d  instiint  was  duly  received.  Wt* 
herewith  hand  you  inclosed  check  of  Phoenix  National  Bank  of  this 
city  ou  Mechanics'  National  Bank  of  New  York,  payable  to  your 
order,  for  $22  50,  for  railroad  freight  on  nine  boxes  of  guns  sent  youoa 
the  13th  instant;  which  please  acknowledge. 

Keferring  to  feed-cases,  our  understanding  was  that  they  were  to  be 
made  at  your  arsenal.  We  have,  however,  put  them  in  the  works, 
(thirty  for  each  gun,  which  is  the  number  usually  sent,)  and  will  for- 
ward them  to  you  as  soon  as  they  are  finished,  unless  othenri-in 
directed. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

LEWIS  SHELDON, 
For  ColVs  Patent  Fire- Arms  Manufacturing  Company 

General  P.  V.  Hagner,  XJ.  S.  A., 

Commanding  WatervHet  Arsenal,  West  Troy,  New  York. 


No.  24 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenai,, 

West  Troy,  New  York,  July  27, 1S71. 

Gentlemen  :  I  have  received  yours  of  the  25th,  inclosing  check  k 
$22  50,  amount  of  bill  paid  by  me  for  freight  on  nine  Gatling  paD 
from  Hartford  to  Troy  depot.  I  did  not  mean  to  suggest  payment  -* 
present,  as  I  presume  we  shall  have  to  state  the  whole  account  uiii* 
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completion  of  the  carriages.  We  will,  however,  give  you  credit  for  this, 
I  have  not  received  any  instructions  about  feed-cases,  but  as  your  hands 
are  accustomed  to  the  work  I  think  it  best  that  you  should  complete 
them.  There  should  be  seventy-two  cases  per  gun  ;  we  have  thirty 
cases,  enough  to  fill  each  gun-limber  chest. 
Very  respectfully,  &c., 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  of  Ordnance,  Brevet  Brigadier  General, 

Colt's  Patent  Fire-Arms  Company, 

Hart/ordy  ConnectictU. 


No.  25. 
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manufacjturina  company, 
4L071.  Hartford,  Connecticut,  July  29, 1871. 

General  :  The  number  of  feed-cases  in  hand  for  the  nine  Gatling 
ffims  is  thirty  for  each  gun,  that  being  the  number  alwjiys  furnished. 
Should  a  greater  number  be  required  they  will  be  made  and  furnished, 
but  an  additional  price  will  be  asked  for  them. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-President,  General  Agent  ColVs  Anna  Company, 

General  P.  T.  Hagner,  XJ.  S.  A., 

Commanding  Watervliet  Arsenal,  Netc  Yorlc. 


No.  26. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 
West  Troy,  New  York,  August  5, 1871. 

My  Dear  Generax,  :  Benton  writes  "  That  when  inspecting  our  Gat- 
ling guns  he  noticed,  on  one  occasion,  that  the  operations  of  a  gun  were 
stopped  by  the  choking  of  a  cartridge,  and  that  he  was  told  it  was  be- 
Ciiuse  the  pressure  on  the  thumb-piece  of  the  feed-case  was  not  great 
enough  to  make  the  cartridges  feed  down  fast  enough ;  and  it  was  shown 
that  this  was  liable  to  occur  because  the  thumb-piece  did  not  project 
enough  for  the  fingers  to  get  secure  hold.'' 

Does  this  mean  that  you  find  it  necessary  to  press  down  upon  the 
thumb-piece,  to  make  the  feeding  regular,  with  the  cases  you  sent  here; 
and  that  this  being  so,  the  projection  of  the  thumb-piece  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  push  against.  I  have  been  firing  with  one  of  the  guns,  using 
these  feed-cases,  and  we  all  thought  that  the  pressure  of  the  thumb  was 
not  necessary,  and  that  if  so,  the  projection  was  enough  for  this  ob- 
ject; that  is,  according  to  our  experience,  the  cause  assigned  for  chok- 
"^^^  by  Benton,  does  not  seem  to  be  the  correct  one. 

We  find  that  the  feed-case  does  not  rest  securely  in  its  receiver,  so 
that  unless  it  is  steadied  by  the  hand  the  motion  of  the  handle  will 
jolt  it  out  of  place.  We  also  found  that  the  man  who  turns  the  crank 
cannot  conveniently  hold  the  feed-case,  as  it  requires  too  long  a  stretch 
of  arm — ^if  an  attendant  holds  this  (as  no  doubt  is  the  intention)  his 
thumb  can  follow  the  slide  with  the  present  thumb-i)ieee  as  well,  we 
think,  as  if  it  was  longer. 
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What  1  want  to  kuow  i8,  whether,  by  your  greater  and  better  eipp 
rience,  there  is  found  to  be  any  trouble  in  the  feed-cases  needing c* 
rection ;  and,  if  so,  to  be^  that  you  will  explain  it  and  postpone  fr 
ther  work  on  them  until  this  can  be  examined  into  and  corrected.  Yk 
know  we  h<ave  had  no  chance,  until  now,  to  try  these  feed-cases  fair. 
on  the  jruns,  as  they  did  not  suit  the  receiver  of  your  guns,  and  m 
guns  did  not  come  until  after  you  had  sent  the  box  of  cases.    I  am  ik»* 
trying  them,  and  although  we  find  the  gun  to  work  hard  and  to  fail:* 
explode  the  cartridges,  sometimes  the  first  snap.      There  has  bet'ni,'« 
obstruction  to  stop  the  firing ;  every  check  has  cured  itself;  and  ev*-:. 
cartridge  that  fell  not  exploded  fired  properly  when  fed  next  time. 

We  ascribed  the  hard  working  of  the  gun  to  some  tritling  roughm'>\ 
liable  with  new  work  covererd  with  an  anti-corrosive,  and  if  I  am  right;: 
supposing  that  the  manual  of  the  piece  does  not  require  the  crankmun 
to  steady  the  feed-case,  but  allows  him  an  assistant  for  this,  then,  thih 
far,  our  trials  have  been  satisfactory,  both  as  regards  the  gun  and  tbr 
feed-cases,  except  as  just  noticed — exception  that  we  exi)oct  to  reuiou 
without  trouble. 

Please  let  me  hear  from  vou  soon. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

r.  V.  UAGNEP^ 

General  W.  B.  Franklin, 

CoWs  Patent  Arms  Company^  Hartford, 


Ko.  21, 


41,156.]  Hartford,  August  8,  1871. 

Dear  Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  valued  favor  of  the  5th  instant,  I  wonM 
say  that  Colonel  Benton's  remarks,  as  quoted  by  you,  agrees  fal]> 
with  our  experience  in  manipulating  the  gun.    For  very  slow  firing:,  tht^ 
cartridges  will  fall  of  their  gravity  and  that  of  the  weiglit,  so  as  to  ktt ;« 
them  in  their  proper  position ;  but  in  rapid  firing  (say  3()0  to  400  per  uiiu 
ute)  it  has  been  found  necessary  to  press  upon  the  weight  or  followt  r 
with  considerable  force,  and  for  this  purpose  the  small  thumb-pitHv  {oi./ 
of  the  two  which  we  send  you  by  express  to-day)  is  attached  to  all  lii' 
cases  furnished  by  us.    The  llussian  government,  however,  attached  > 
much  importance  to  this  point  that  they  had  this  thumb-piece  vt  :> 
much  enlarged  for  their  cases,  (as  shown  by  the  large  one  sent.)  so tlu* 
the  thumb  would  not  be  likely  to  slip  off  when  executing  all  the  for-' 
necessary  for  the  most  rapid  firing.    It  is  the  intention  to  have  an  at 
tendant  steady  the  feed-cases,  (see  directions  inclosed,)  and  possibly  i* 
the  end  of  your  slides  were  proi)erly  shaped  and  checked^  for  instjuut. 
like  the  thumb-piece  of  the  hammer  of  the  musket-lock,  so  as  to  prevcni 
the  thumb  from  slipping,  it  might  answer  the  purpose.     We  were  n  •: 
aware  of  the  roughness  in  the  working  of  the  gun  to  which  you  alludr. 
but  presume,  if  there  is  any,  your  theory  in  reference  thereto  is  oorru: 
and  that  a  little  use  is  all  that  is  necessary  to  cure  it.    The  fulmina^ 
used  by  the  Government  in  priming  the  cartridges  we  have  fooud '' 
our  experience  to  be  not  quite  as  scmitive  as  that  used  by  us  and  by  tl* 
Union  Metallic  Cartridge  Company,  and  should  you  fiiid  many  mis- 
fires, we  think  it  is  doubtless  attributable  to  this  cause.    We  have  fir. 
many  thousand  cartridges,  .42  caliber,  made  at  Bridgeport,  ami  >»' 
seldom  have  a  miss-fire.     We  are  informed  by  Mr.  Kinne  that  no  fv-t- 
cases  were  received  with  the  nine  6-barrel  gnus.     We  have  as  yet  \^'' 
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little  done  on  the  slides  for  your  feed-cases,  and  will  postpone  that  part 
of  the  work  until  we  hear  from  jou. 
We  remain,  vours,  very  truly, 

HUGH  HAllBISON, 

Treasurer, 
(ieneral  P.  V.  Haoneu,  U.  S.  A., 

Commanding  WaterrUct  Arsenal^  West  Troy^  New  Yorlc, 


Xo.  28. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  New  Yorlc,  August  14,  1871. 

Gentlemen  :  I  send  by  express  a  package  containing  a  follower  for 
the  feed-cases,  which  will,  I  think,  meet  all  the  requirements,  as  well  as 
those  with  the  larger  thumb-pieces,  and  is  of  greater  weight  than  the 
one  sent  with  your  feed-cases.  I  will  thank  you  to  try  this  and  let  me 
know  whether  you  find  it  suitable.  If  you  will  have  the  tins  made  on 
your  formers,  1  will  have  the  followers  made  and  put  in  here.  Please 
send  me  the  bill  of  cost,  as  proposed  by  you  in  your  letter  to  the  Ord- 
uance  Department  of  the  5th  instant.  You  will,  of  course,  make  the 
i^pring  thumb-pieces,  as  they  are  attached  before  the  cases  are  assembled. 
I  want  72  cases  per  gun,  L  e.,  618  more. 
Very  respectfully',  &c., 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Brevet  Brigadier  Oeneral^  Colonel  of  Ordnance, 
Colt's  Arms  Manufacturing  Company, 

Hartford,  Connecticut. 

P.  S. — I  will  send  bill  of  cost  of  carriages  next  week  to  Ordnance 
Office. 


•  No.  21). 


Offic^e  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

manufacturina  company, 
Hartford,  Connecticut^  August  16, 1871. 

General  :  We  received  your  letter  of  the  14th  instant,  and  the  thumb- 
piece.  We  have  tried  it,  and  find  that  if  it  be  used,  the  weight  is  not 
allowed  to  go  down  far  enough.  It  ought  to  project  when  down  to  its 
lowest  point  five-eights  of  an  inch  below  the  end  of  the  case.  Your 
thumb-piece  only  allows  it  to  come  down  so  that  it  does  not  project  any. 
Mr.  Kinne  has  modeled  the  inclosed  thumb-piece,  which  will  allow  the 
required  movement  of  the  weight.  It  is  about  half  an  inch  shorter 
than  yours,  and  as  there  is  hardly  room  for  two  screws,  he  has  arranged 
the  pin  to  aid  in  fastening  it  to  the  weight.  By  placing  the  pin. at  the 
other  end,  and  moving  the  hole,  you  may  get  a  greater  distance  between 
pin  and  hole. 

The  absolute  cost  of  the  Ccises,  without  weight  and  thumb-piece,  is 
^2  13  each.  We  have  240  weights  cast  and  tumbled,  which  we  will  be 
glad  if  you  will  take  at  40  cents  each. 

We  will  not  consider  that  the  order  for  the  cases  is  given  until  we 
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hear  directly  from  you  on  the  subject,  and  we  shall  be  glad  to  heat  asi 
soon  as  is  convenient  to  you. 

If  you  wish  us  to  furnish  the  weights  and  thumb-pieces,  the  ca*^ 
wholly  assembled,  we  will  furnish  them  at  45  cents  each,  which  woaiA 
make  the  cost  of  each  case  $2  58. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRA]!^KLiy, 
Vice-President  and  General  Agent  CoWs  Arms  Company, 

Brevet  Brigadier  General  P.  V.  Hagner,  U.  S.  A., 

Commanding  Watervliet  Arsenal^  New  York. 


No.  30. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  New  York,  August  18, 1871. 

Gentlemen  :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yours  of  the  16th, 
and  have  noticed  the  necessity  of  allowing  the  weight  to  project ;  xh\< 
had  been  overlooked  for  the  moment,  but  is  easily  corrected.  I  do  not 
think  that  it  would  be  well  to  use  any  weights  as  light  as  those  yoa 
have,  as  there  has  been  so  little  labor  spent  upon  them.  I  have  aban- 
dance  of  scrap  metal,  and  our  estimate  of  the  actual  cost  of  makin(!:tbe 
cases  shows  that  it  would  be  most  economical  to  make  all  we  need  here, 
if  we  can  do  so  without  loss  to  you,  from  anything  that  may  have  be^n 
done  at  my  request.  I  will,  therefore,  if  you  please,  countermand  tht* 
order  for  cases,  as  you  leave  it  for  my  preference. 
Very  respectfully,  &c,, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  and  Brevet  Brigadier  Oenerah 

The  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 

Hartford,  Connecticut, 


No.  31. 


Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
Hart/o^'dj  Connecticut,  August  22, 1871. 

General:  Your  letter  of  the  Idth  instant  has  been  received. 
Our  weights  are  only  1^  ounces  lighter  than  that  which  you  sent  us. 
We  have  had  made  by  the  tinner,  in  addition  to  the  thirty  complete 
cases  already  furnished  you — 

240  cases,  at  (paid  by  us)  75  cents  each $1S0  (^^ 

170  pounds  brass  for  240  weights,  (paid  by  us,)  35  cents  per  lb.      59  "lO 
Labor  on  brass,  (paid  by  us) . . 14  ii5 

253  :» 

If  you  can  properly  take  these  things  off  our  hands  at  these  prices  ▼<* 
believe  that  the  United  States  will  be  the  gainer  by  the  trausactioD.aiK! 
we  will  be  reimbursed  our  actual  outlay. 
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There  is  due  us,  also,  the  sum  of  $77  40  for  the  thirty  cases  now  in 
your  possession. 

It  thus  appears  that  the  loss  to  us  by  countermanding  the  order  for 
the  feed-cases,  unless  we  are  reimbursed  as  above,  will  be  $331  15. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

•         W.  B.  FRANKLIK 
Vice-President^  Oeneral  Agent  ColVs  Arms  Company. 

Brevet  Brigadier  General  P.  V.  Hagner, 

Commanding  Watervliet  Arsenal. 

P.  S. — ^The  expenditures  here  referred  to  were  suspended  as  soon  as 
we  learned  that  .we  were  not  to  furaish  the  feed-cases. 

W.  B.  F. 


No.  32. 


ORDNA^'CE  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Ttoy,  New  York,  August  24, 1871. 

General  :  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  taking  all  the  tin  cases  you 
have  made,  at  the  cost  price  you  mention,  75  cents  each,  (although  I 
shall  be  disappointed  if  I  do  not  make  them  at  a  lower  cost ;)  but  1  do 
not  think  it  is  worth  while  to  use  your  brass  weights,  which  are  worth, 
as  scrap,  all  they  ever  were,  except  the  mere  labor  spent  in  "  casting 
and  tumbling."  If  it  is  just,  I  would  prefer  paying  the  cost  of  work  to 
using  anything  with  these  guns  not  likely  to  give  the  best  results.  As 
to  the  responsibility  for  the  size  and  shape  of  these  weights,  it  seems  to 
be  yours,  (I  mean  your  company,)  not  mine. 

I  proposed  abolishing  the  chain  and  cap  and  to  shorten  the  case  so 
as  to  hold  only  twenty  cartridges,  using  the  spring  mouthpiece  and 
reducing  the  unnecessary  height  of  the  thumb  piece.  As  the  weight 
and  thumb-piece  I  sent  you  show,  all  my  alterations  could  have  been 
effected  without  interfering  at  all  with  the  most  efficient  working  of 
the  feed-case;  but  it  seems  that  both  the  weight  and  thumb-piece 
were  reduced  unnecessarily  by  Mr.  Kine,  (I  suppose,)  and  that  when 
Benton  inspected,  failures  in  firing  were  ascribed  to  this  cause,  which,  if 
tme,  might  have  been  discovered  and  corrected  long  before,  or  at  least 
notice  might  have  been  given  to  me  about  it  before  making  more  than 
a  few.  I  think,  therefore,  (although  I  am  open  to  correction  upon  the 
subject,)  that  the  Government  is  not  responsible  for  this  item. 

As  to  the  thirty  cases  delivered  by  you,  I  just  notified  the  Depart- 
ment that  you  had  not  received  feed-cases  with  the  "  6-barrel "  gun, 
and,  therefore,  unless  there  was  an  arrangement  unknown  to  me,  that 
you  should  not  be  required  to  deliver  any.  You  shall  be  credited,  there- 
fore, with  the  cost  of  the  thirty  sent  to  me,  and  I  have  so  entered  it  on 
the  account. 

Please  explain  about  the  cost.  In  j'our  letter  of  the  16th  j'ou  state, 
"the  absolute  cost  of  the  cases,  without  weight  and  thumb-piece,  is 
$2  13  each."  How  do  these  differ  from  the  240  cases  offered  at  75  cents 
each  I 

I  find,  in  making  out  the  plan  for  making  the  feed-cases,  that  we  have 
machines  now  in  use  which  will  enable  us  to  cut  the  sides,  corrugate 
them,  channel  the  upper  one,  and  corrugate  the  edge  piece,  leaving  but 
little  hand  work  beside  the  soldering;  hence  it  seems  probable  to  me 
that  we  can  make  them  at  much  less  cost  than  yonr  tin-smith,  who,  pro- 
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bably,  has  not  the  same  machinery.  It  shocked  nie  to  learn  that  j^jt 
valued  the  finished  case  at  $2  58,  knoAving  tliat  we  should  have  72ca$<:^ 
to  each  gun.  I  am  sure  that  you  will  find  that  some  one  has  made  % 
great  mistake,  either  with  you  or  with  us. 
I  have  sent  to  the  Department  the  cost  of  fabrication  of  the  carriajjts. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

P.  V.  ilAGXER, 
Colonel  Ordnance,  Brevet  Brigadier  General 

(^leneral  W.  B.  Franklin, 

Vice-President  CoWs  Patent  Arms  Company, 

Ilart/ordj  Connecticut 


No.  33. 


41,355.]  Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
Hartford,  Connecticiitj  Augiist  26,  1871. 

General-:  I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  24th  instant. 

We  are  oblijyed  to  you  for  taking  the  240  feed  cases,  and  for  crediting 
us  with  the  30  iinished  ones.  As  to  the  weights,  w^e  thought  thai 
they  were  so  nejirly  the  required  weight  that  they  would  answer  the 
purpose  as  well  as  any.  Of  course  we  are  responsible  for  the  size  and 
shape  of  the  weights,  and  believe  that  they  will  give  just  as  good  results 
as  any  other  that  can  be  made.  As  to  the  thumb-piece,  the  last  that 
you  sent  required  modification  certainly,  to  enable  it  to  work  "  withoot 
interfering  at  all  with  the  most  efficient  working  of  the  feed-case.^ 

The  weights  were  certainly  made  to  carry  out  what  we  thought  were 
your  views.    But  we  are  willing  to  let  the  matter  go. 

The  cost  of  the  feed-case  is  made  up  as  follows : 

Tinner $0  7.1 

Forging W> 

Finishing. 67 

Stock 06 


2  08 


The  amount  is  5  cents  less  than  I  reported  to  you  on  the  16th  instant, 
because  the  tinner  cut  his  price  down  that  amount  after  I  wrote  you 
This  sum  includes  assembling  spring  and  case. 

It  is  quite  likely  that  your^  tin  cases  may  cost  you  less  than  75  cents 
each,  and  that  the  springs  may  cost  materially  less  also ;  but  it  is 
a  difficult  piece  to  forge  and  finish,  and  the  number  required  did  not 
justify  the  expense  of  a  die. 

We  will  send  you  the  240  feed-cases  by  rail  as  soon  as  possible. 
We  will  be  glad  to  know  what  the  cost  will  come  to  of  the  cases  made 
by  yon  after  you  know  it. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-President^  General  Agent  CoWs  Arms  Company, 

Geueial  P.  V.  Hagner,  U.  S.  A., 

Commanding  Watervliet  Arsenal,  New  York. 
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No.  34. 

[Telegram.] 

Dated  New  York,  September  5,  1871.  Keceived  at  West  Troy  Sep- 
tember 5. 

To  General  P.  V.  Uagner, 

Commanding  Watervliet  Arsenal : 

Colonel  Crispin  requires  evidence  from  you  that  nine  Gatling  guns 
are  received  from  Colt's  Comi)any  before  will  pay  amount  due.  Answer 
to  bis  office. 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN. 


No.  35. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  New  York,  September  8, 1871. 

Dear  General:  I  received  your  telegram,  and  also  one  from  Crispin, 
asking  for  an  acknowledgment  of  the  receipt  of  the  Gatling  guns.  As 
their  arrival  had  been  reported  to  the  ofllce,  as  required  by  my  instruc- 
tionSy  I  presumed  directions  would  have  been,  sent  from  there  about 
them.  Formal  receipts  by  the  ordnance  store-keeper  were  also  sent,  as 
soon  as  the  Ik)x  of  feed-case  tins  arrived  here,  embracing  guns,  feed-cases, 
and  tins.  I  telegraphed  to  Major  Crispin  also,  as  he  requested,  although 
I  think  it  was  intended  that  he  should  be  notified,  after  the  final  state- 
ment of  the  transaction,  as  reported  from  here,  hgd  been  approved  at 
Washington.  If  he  has  closed  with  you,  ])robably  I  will  have  to  paj' 
for  the  feed-cases  on  a  separate  voucher;  if  so,  I  will  soon  have  instruc- 
tions, and  will  communicate  with  you, 
Verv  trulv,  j-ours, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  of  Ordnance,  Brevet  Brigadier  GeneraL 
General  W.  B.  Franklin, 

Vice-President  Coifs  Arms  Company, 

Hartford,  Connecticut, 


No.  36. 

Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
Hartford,  Connecticut,  ISeptemher  11, 1871. 

Dear  General  :  I  have  received  your  note  of  the  8th  instant.  Major 
Crispin  paid  us  the  balance  upon  the  statement  made  by  you,  but  did 
not  credit  the  30  feed-cases. 

This  morning  I  received  from  him  a  letter  asking  for  $45  more,  on 
account  of  the  amended  statement  made  by  you.  This  money  will  be 
sent  him  to-day.  There  will  then  be  due  from  the  United  States  the 
items  marked  "per  contra''^  on  your  statement,  amounting  to  $259  97. 
If  you  are  authorized  to  pay  the  amount  we  will  be  glad  to  receive  it, 
to  close  the  transaction. 

Very  respectfuUv,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-President  and  General  Agent  CoWs  Arms  Company. 

General  P.  V.  Hagner, 

Commanding   Watervliet  Arsenal,  Xew  York, 
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No.  37. 

Form  No.  13. 

The  United  States,  to  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturino  Company,  Hartford^  Connecticut^      Dr. 

Ordnance  and  ordnance  stores. 

August  28, 1871,  for  30  feed-cases  for  Gatling  guns,  at  $2  58.    $77  40 

240  feed-case  tins,  Gatliug  guns,  at  75  cts.    180  00 
1  packing- box  for  Gatliug  guns 2  57 

259  97 


Paid  check  No.  229,  of  September  15, 1871,  on  Troy  City  National 
Bank,  Troy,  N.  Y. 
I  certify  that  the  above  account  is  correct  and  just. 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  Ordnance^  Commanding, 

Received,  at  Watervliet  arsenal,  this  15th  day  of  September,  1871, 
from  J.  W.  Maclay,  first  lieutenant  ordnance,  assistant  onlnance 
store-keeper,  the  sum  of  two  hundred  and  iifty-nine  dollars  and  ninety- 
seven  cents,  in  full  of  the  above  account. 

HUGH  HARBISON,  Treasurer. 

I  certify  that  Hugh  Harbison  is  treasurer  of  the  above  company,  and 
is  authorized  to  sign  vouchers  therefor. 

J.  W.  MACLAY, 
First  Lieutenant  Ordnance, 

[Indorsement.] 

No.  33. — Colt's  Patent  Fire-Arms  Manufacturing  Compau}-,  Septem- 
ber 15,  1871.    Ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  $259  97. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troyy  New  York^  (September  15, 1871. 

Sir:  Inclosed  please  find  my  check  on  the  Troy  City  National  Bank, 
Troy,  New  York,  payable  to  your  order,  for  $259  97,  being  amomit  of 
inclosed  account. 

On  receipt  please  sign  the  duplicate  vouchers,  and  return  them  to  me 
at  your  earliest  convenience. 
The  receipts  must  be  signed  by  yourself,  and  not  by  a  clerk  or  agent. 
Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

I.  W.  MACLAY, 
First  Lieutenant  Ordnance^ 
Ordnance  Storekeeper  and Paymasierj  V.  A'.  A. 

Colt's  Patent  Fire-Arms  Manufacturing  Company, 

Hartfordj  Connecticut. 
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No.  38. 

Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy^  New  Yorlc^  January  20, 1872. 

Sir.  Keferrinf?  to  your  letter  of  9th  instant,  I  have  to  inform  you 
that  the  Colt's  Patent  Manufacturinpr  Company  have  consented  to  sup- 
ply the  missing  *'  clamps  and  screws  for  extracting  gear,''  and  they 
have  this  day  been  requested  to  forward  to  you  the  requisite  number. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  Y.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  in  Charge. 

CoiMANDiNG  Officer  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy  J  Netc  Yorlc. 


^^o.  39. 


Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troyy  New  Yorky  February  6, 1872. 

My  Dear  General  :  I  will  ship  to  your  address  to-morrow,  by  rail- 
road, the  10-barrel  Gatling  gun,  with  the  sample  carriage  body  and 
ammunition-chest,  which  you  sent  here  last  year.  These  belong  to  your 
company,  and  returned.    Freight  paid  by  me. 

I  have  placed  in  the  gun-box  one  of  our  tin  feed-cases,  such  as  we 
have  been  making  for  issue,  to  let  you  see  the  style  adopted.    The  cost, 
with  10  per  cent,  added  for  plant,  is  $L  40  each,  as  shown  by  inclosed 
statement. 
The  cost  is  deduced  from  making  about  375. 
Very  respectfully  and  truly,  yours, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Brevet  Brigadier  General,  Colonel  of  Ordnance. 
Geneml  Franklin, 

CoWs  Arms  Factory. 


No.  40. 


43,207.]  Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
Hartfordj  Connecticut j  February  28, 1872. 

General  :  The  gun  and  carriage  sent  us,  as  per  your  letter  of  the  6th 
instant,  duly  arrived.  The  feed-case  I  have  seen,  and  I  have  examined 
the  statement  of  cost.  You  have,  I  think,  cheapened  the  iron  spring. 
Leaving  off  the  10  per  cent,  from  your  statement,  adding  our  ordinary 
charges  for  contingent  expenses  and  profit  to  your  charges  for  labor 
and  material,  I  find  that  our  charge  of  $2  08  comes  within  one  cent  of 
what  yours  would  have  been  had  the  same  contingent  expenses  and 
profit  been  charged.  Our  profit  at  our  charge  would  have  been  21  per 
cent. 

I  notice  that  your  weight  only  comes  to  the  bottom  of  the  tin  case.    It 
would  work  better,  I  think,  if  it  had  been  made  to  project  |  inch  more ; 
that  is,  below  the  case. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

W.  B.  FEANKLIN. 

General  P.  Y.  Hagner,  U,  S.  A., 

Commanding  Watervliet  Arsenal,  West  Troy,  Neio  lorJc. 
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^O.  41. 

Ordnance  Office,  Watervliet  Arsenal, 

West  Troy,  New  Yorl-j  March  1,  1872. 

My  Dear  General  :  I  have  just  received  yours  of  the  28th.  Yon  say 
"you  have,  I  think,  cheapened  the  iron  spring."  Do  you  mean  to  cast 
reflections  upon  the  quality  of  our  steel  springs? 

We  call  this  best  cast  steel,  worth  16  cents  per  pound — Sam1enon''f 
best  Again,  you  say,  "  adding  our  ordinary  charges  for  contingent 
expenses  and  profit  to  your  charges  for  labor  and  material,  I  find  that 
our  charge  of  $2  08  comes  within  one  cent  of  what  yours  wonld  have 
been  had  the  same  contingent  expenses  and  profit  been  charged." 
Unless  you  have  forgotten  that  your  charge  was  $2  58  (not  $2  08)— see 
your  letter  of  August  16, 1871 — I  must  get  you  to  explain  this  quota- 
tion also. 

I  think  that  as  our  case  projects  farther  into  the  receiver  than  yours, 
we  gain  the  advantage  of  the  greater  projection  of  your  weight,  and 
also  have  the  case  more  firm  in  its  place.    Try  this,  please,  and  let  me 
know  how  the  doctor  likes  the  change. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 

1  think  the  barrel-feeder  is  the  true  one  for  the  gun.  It  would  be  well 
to  try  and  make  the  raking  arrangement  or  traversing  screw  less  liable  to 
get  out  of  order.    It  is  very  easily  deranged. 


No.  42. 


43553.]  Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company,* 
Hartford,  Connecticut,  March  25, 1872. 

My  Dear  General  :  I  am  sorry  that  my  carelessness  in  saying  "iron'' 
instead  of  "steel"  has  caused  you  such  anxiety  of  mind,  although  I 
think  the  price  per  pound  is  high. 

In  my  calculation  of  the  price  of  the  feed-cases,  which  I  compared 
with  yours,  I  left  out  the  brass  weights.  In  fact,  we  ought  to  have  beeo 
able  to  furnish  the  whole  at  $2  08,  but  we  were  not. 

Gatling  thinks  the  drum  is  the  best  feed  arrangement ;  with  this 
you  can  fire  off  more  cartridges  in  the  same  time  than  you  can  with  the 
separate  cases.  But  I  do  not  believe  that  is  much  advantage.  ^Ve 
have  made  some  improvements  on  thetraversiug-screw,  rendering  it  less 
liable  to  derangement. 

I  do  not  think  that  your  case  is  as  good  as  Kinue's,  but  it  is  more  a 
matter  of  taste  than  anything  else. 

I  send  you  a  description  of  a  testing-apparatus. 
Truly,  your  friend, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN. 

General  P.  V.  Hagner, 

United  States  Army. 


Washington,  April  17, 1872. 

Mr.  Carpenter:  As  the  letter  of  Bemingtou  published  in  the  Tri- 
bune has  been  referred  to  by  one  or  two  witnesses,  I  have  a  copy  of  it 
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« 

here  cut  from  the  Tribune,  and  I  wish  to  put  it  in  evidence  for  whatever 
it  is  worth.    One  or  two  witnesses  have  been  examined  in  reference  to 
it. 
The  It^tter  is  as  follows : 

"  To  the  editor  of  the  Tribune : 

*'  Sir  :  In  a  recent  number  of  the  Tribune  1  read  with  much  pain  and 
'  surprise  the  following  remarks  made  by  Mr.  Sumner  in  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States,  (sitting  of  February  14, 1872,)  on  the  subject  of  arms 
sold  to  the  French  government : 

"^lu  setting  forth  the  facts  he  must  introduce  two  characters  upon 
the  scene — Mr.  Place,  late  consul  general  of  France  at  New  York,  and 
Mr.  Samuel  Remington,  of  Ilion,  New  York.  Place  had  been  accused  of 
fraud,  and  upon  his  second  trial  had  been  convicted  mainly  upon  tlie 
testimony  of  Remington,  who  was  authenticated  as  a  witness  in  the 
French  courts  by  a  certitlcate  of  our  Secretary  of  War.' 

''Now,  sir,  I  venture  to  appeal  to  your  sense  of  fair  play  to  insert  my 
reply  to  these  remarks  of  Mr.  Sumner.  I  address  myself  to  you,  although 
I  am,  of  course,  well  aw^are  that  your  journal  is  one  of  those  which  most 
ardently  and  most  ably  support  Mr.  Sumner,  because  at  your  hands  I 
have  on  previous  occasions  met  with  that  honest  determination  to  hear 
both  sides  of  a  question  which  is  unfortunately  not  always  to  be  found 
when  politics  have  embittered  discussion.  It  is  evident  to  me  that  Mr. 
Sumner  nnust  have  been  misinformed  when  he  made  the  statement  which 
I  have  quoted  above,  for,  first,  Mr.  Victor  Place  on  his  second  trial  was 
convicted  on  no  less  than  five  counts,  on  only  one  of  which  was  my  tes- 
timony invoked ;  and  that  testimony,  as  I  shall  show  directly,  was  not 
given  in  the  Paris  court,  but  before  the  parliamentary  commission  sit- 
ting at  Versailles.  It  is  therefore  not  correct  to  say,  as  Mr.  Sumner 
does,  that  M.  Place  *  was  convicted  mainly  on  the  testimony  of  Rem- 
ington.' Second,  I  was  not  present  at  the  second  trial  of  M.  Place, 
even  as  spectator,  far  less  therefore  as  a  witness.  Third,  neither  have 
lever  been  'authenticated  as  a  witness  by  a  certificate  from  our  Sec- 
retary of  War,'  either  in  the  French  courts  or  before  their  x>arliamen- 
tary  commission  of  inquiry, 

"  My  relations  with  Mr.' Belknap  in  this  matter  are  easily  explained. 
When  I  heard^of  the  extraordinary  statements  put  forward  by  M.  Place 
on  his  first  trial  last  autumn,  with  regard  to  the  commercial  position  of 
the  firm  of  which  I  am  a  partner,  I  at  once  returned  to  the  United 
States.  My  object  in  so  doing  was  to  be  provided  with  a  triumphant 
answer  to  those  accusations  in  case  they  should  be  brought  forward 
against  my  house  before  the  French  parliamentary  commission,  which 
was  then  inquiring  into  the  sale  of  arms  during  the  war.  It  was  not, 
indeed,  until  I  had  collected  all  these  documents  that  I  learned  that  the 
French  government  had  determinel  to  try  M.  Place  a  second  time.  The 
so-called  certificate  to  which  Mr.  Sumner  alludes  is  as  follows : 

*'*!  have  ordered  the  official  seal  of  the  Department  to  be  affixed  to 
this  communication  under  my  hand. 
*' '  I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

<*  *  W.  W.  BELKNAP, 

*' '  Secretary  of  War,'' 

^'Thns  you  see  that  this  so-called  certificate  is  merely  Mr.  Belknap's 
official  attestation  of  the  exactitude  of  General  D^'cr's  report  on  the  re- 
lations of  my  firm  with  the  War  De|)artment.  It  cannot,  therefore,  bo 
possibly  construed  to  bo  a  certificate  authenticating  me  as  a  witness, 
either  before  the  French  courts  or  even  the  French  parliamentary  com- 
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mission,  which  I  repeat,  I  had  alone  in  view  when  I  procured  General 
Dyer's  report  and  many  similar  documents.  In  full  confidence  that  you 
will  do  me  the  honor  to  print  this  letter,  which  I  have  made  as  brief  su 
possible,  I  remain,  sir,  yours  very  respectfully, 

"  S.  REMmOTON. 
"  Hotel  Chatham,  Paris,  March  12, 1872." 


Washington,  April  17, 1872. 
William  W.  Belknap's  examination  continued. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  Is  there  any  suggestion  that  you  wish  to  make  yourself  tbis 
morning  on  reviewing  your  testimony  of  yesterday? — ^Answer.  Nothing. 
I  believe,  except  that  I  find  one  sentence  here — I  do  not  know  that  it 
amounts  to  anything,  but  I  do  not  know  exactly  what  it  means;  it  reads 
here  in  this  way:  ^^I  asked  him  to  make  charges  against  some  one;  to 
charge  something ;  to  put  it  in  writing.  He  thereupon  told  me  something 
about  some  one."    I  do  not  know  that  I  said  that. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  do  not  think  that  was  said,  and  if  that  sentence 
were  left  in  that  way  it  might  be  said,  "  Why  did  not  some  member  of  Ibe 
committee  ask  what  he  told  and  about  whom!" 

Mr.  SCHUHZ.  The  Secretary  went  on  to  tell  what  it  was.  [To  the  wit- 
ness.] It  was  stated  here  that  your  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  in 
response  to  the  note  from  the  French  chargS  Waffaires^  was  written  and 
signed  on  the  19th  of  January,  was  it  not! — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  SCHURZ.)  When  was  that  letter  forwarded  to  the  Se^etary 
of  State! — ^A.  I  have  inquired  in  reference  to  that  matter  since.  It  was 
forwarded  on  the  20th. 

Q.  And  remained  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State!  I  think  it 
has  been  testified  to  here  that  it  was  delivered  to  the  French  i^rgi 
W affaires  a  good  deal  later. — A.  I  do  not  know  about  that;  it  was  sent 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  from  my  ofiice  on  the  20th. 

Q.  Wasitevep  returned  to  you! — A.  It  was  never  returned  tome: 
but  I  sent  for  it  to  examine  it  since  then,  and  I  have  seen  the  letter  since 
then. 

Q.  I  mean  did  you  send  for  it  about  that  time  or  shortly  afterward?— 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  So  it  remained  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  then!— A.  I 
presume  so. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  It  was  not  in  your  room  again  after  you  signed  it  on  the  19th?— 
A.  No,  sir ;  I  never  saw  it  again. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  a  letter  is  received  at  the  State  Department  do  they  not  put 
the  date  of  its  receipt  upon  the  back! — A.  I  believe  so,  because  in  let- 
ters that  I  have  seen  from  that  and  other  Departments  the  date  L* 
stamped  on.  * 

Q.  Do  you  not  know  that  this  letter  bears  the  date  of  the  State  De- 
partment, January  20! — ^A.  I  have  seen  the  letter  since,  and  my  recol- 
lection is  that  it  is  stamped  January  20. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 
Q.  It  was  stated  by  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  and  Mr.  Potts  also. 
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that  the  draught  of  the  letter  was  written  on  two  half  sheets  of  paper 
pasted  together.    Is  that  draught  still  in  your  Department  1 — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Can  that  be  exhibited,  so  as  to  verify  those  statements  f — A.  Yes, 
sir ;  but  I  can  show  you  precisely  how  those  two  sheets  of  paper  apx)ear, 
[illustrating  by  a  sheet  of  letter-paper.]  I  think  the  sheet  Jias  been  torn 
through  and  pasted  there. 

Mr.  ScnuRZ.  I  understand  that  to  be  according  to  the  statement  of 
the  two  witnesses. 

Mr.  Ames.  Ii^ot  exactly'.  I  understood  the  marquis  to  say  that  they 
were  not  pasted  together  evenly ;  but  1  do  not  know  tliat  that  is  mate- 
rial. 

Mr.  SCHTJRZ.  That  is  not  very  material,  as  I  look  upon  it.  [To  the 
witness.]  Do  you  remember  whether  that  paper  was  signed  at  all  f — 
A.  Ko,  sir ;  it  was  not  signed. 

Q.  There  was  no  signature  to  it! — A.  It  is  a  draught  written  by  the 
clerk,  and  has  "  W.  W.  B."  on  it,  I  think,  as  draughts  generally  are  signed; 
not  written  by  myself,  though. 

Q.  Is  there  anything  that  looks  like  a  signature  on  it  ? — A.  I  think 
not.    Ithinkitis"W.W.B.» 

Mr.  ScHUBZ.  Well,  send  it  to  us  anyhow,  to  verify  the  statement  of  the 
two  witnesses. 

The  AViTNESS.  I  would  say  in  reference  to  that  draught,  that  the 
draught  as  originall}^  drawn  is  different  from  the  letter  sent  to  the  State 
Department.  There  are  certain  portions  of  the  draught  erased.  The 
draught  was  written  by  the  clerk  and  shown  to  me.  I  had  certain  por- 
tions of  the  draught  erased,  and  consequently  the  letter  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  is  the  same  as  the  draught,  excepting  those  portions  erased. 

Q.  Yoa  had  a  private  conversation  with  the  Marquis  de  Ghambrun 
on  the  20th  of  January  in  your  private  room.  Did  you  not  state  that  ? 
—A.  Yes,  sir;  on  the  20th. 

Q.  Did  you  there  discuss  this  letter  that  you  were  to  send  to  the 
Secretary  of  State? — A.  In  that  private  room? 

Q.  Yes. — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  lett43r  to  the  Secretary  of  State  on  the  20th  in  your  x>os- 
session  ? — ^A.  In  my  own  personal  jwssession  f 

Q.  Yes. — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Was  it  in  your  office  at  all  ? — A.  It  did  not  leave  my  office  until  the 
20th,  consequently  it  must  have  been  in  the  Department  some  of  the 
time,  but  it  was  not  in  my  office  or  in  my  personal  possession. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  did  it  leave  your  room  ? — A.  It  left  my  room  on  the  after- 
noon of  the  19th,  and  did  not  come  back  again. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ  : 

Q.  Was  not  the  draught  we  have  just  been  speaking  of  in  your  posses- 
sion?—A.  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

Q.  The  Marquis  de  Chambrun  and  Mr.  Potts  described  the  appear- 
ance of  that  draught  very  nearly  alike,  if  not  quite  so,  from  which  it 
woulik appear  that  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  saw  that  draught 

Mr.  Caepenteb.  When  you  speak  of  the  draught,  do  you  mean  the 
rough  draught  made  by  the  clerk,  or  the  letter  that  was  sent? 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  I  mean  the  paper  described  by  the  Secretary  just  now 

Mr.  Carpenter.  The  rough  draught? 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  Yes. 
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The  Witness.  I  suggest  that  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  Uike  a  shen 
of  paper  and  show  how  that  letter  was  pasted  together;  how  it  appeared 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  My  recollection  is  that  at  the  top  hw 
the  two  ends  did  not  join  perfectly  well;  but  my  impression  is  itwa* 
something  like  this,  [illustrating  by  a  sheet  of  paper;]  and  I  remember 
in  turning  it  over  I  was  struck  by  this,  and  1  made  the  remark,  '*  Well, 
they  have  a  strange  way  of  waiting  up  letters  or  things  of  that  sort" 
There  was  something  at  the  top  which  struck  my  mind  at  the  time;  but 
your  description,  Mr.  Secretar}',  is  perfectly  accurate  so  far  as  it  goes. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  to  make  a  suggestion.  The  marquis  stated 
that  it  was  the  original  letter  thut  he  saw  signed  by  the  Secretary,  noi 
the  draught. 

Mr.  SCHURZ.  We  want  to  find  out  what  kind  of  a  paper  Ue  saw.  lie 
may  be  mistaken;  it  may  have  been  the  draught,  and  not  the  original 
letter. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Let  me  ask  the  marquis  this  question:  WheUier 
there  were  any  erasures  in  the  letter  he  saw — any  paragraphs  erased! 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  I  cannot  say.  I  remember  the  letters 
"W.  W.,"  but  that  is  the  only  thing  I  remember.  It  may  be  that  it  was 
signed  fully,  it  may  be  not;  but  I  remember  it  began  in  this  way:  "Sir: 
I  have  the  honor,  in  answer  to  your  letter."  It  was  for  that  reason  that, 
after  leaving  your  office,  Mr.  Secretary,  I  said  to  the  French  consal  at 
New  York,  *' The  letter  has  changed  shape  since  3'esterday;''  but  that  did 
not  strike  me  more  than  that  at  that  time. 

The  Witness,  (Secretary  Belknap.)  I  understood  the  Marquis  de 
Chambrun  to  say  before  that  the  letter  was  signed  with  my  full  name 
on  the  middle  of  the  third  page. 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  and  he  describes  the  kind  of  paper,  which  is  a 
different  paper  from  that  on  which  the  draught  is  written. 

The  Witness.  He  says  now  that  the  letter  that  he  saw  wjis  comiKw^l 
of  two  pieces  of  paper,  pasted  together  in  the  way  he  has  described. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  After  three  months  have  elapsed,  1 
think  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  discuss  this  matter  without  our  mind^ 
being  somewhat  confused  with  regard  to  it;  at  least  mine  would  he. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  ScHURZ :)  Without  going  into  further  particulars,  Mr. 
Secretary,  I  will  ask  you  this  question :  There  was  a  paper  described 
very  nearly  alike  by  Mr.  Potts  and  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  althoui,^h 
there  may  be  some  slight  differences,  which  would  indicate  that  such  a 
paper  existed  and  such  a  paper  was  seen.  Now,  I  ask  you  whether  such 
a  x>«per  was  in  your  possession  on  the  20th  ? — A.  I  think  I  can  stat*' 
very  positively  that  I  never  saw  the  draught  of  that  letter,  or  the  letter 
itself,  after  the  10th  of  January,  nntil  some  time  after  this  investigatiou 
commenced. 

Q.  Do  you  iuiagine  that  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  might  have  s^ieii 
that  draught  on  the  10th  ? — A,  No,  sir. 

Q.  If  he  saw  it  at  all,  when  could  he  have  seen  it? — A.  I  cannot  iia 
swer  that  question. 

Q,  When  was  the  draught  made? — A.  I  saw  the  draught  onthelOtb. 

Q.  When  did  you  see  it;  was  it  at  the  close  of  business  hours!— A, 
Sometime  during  the  day ;  I  could  not  state  that  positively.  The  Iqtter  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  weut  to  the  Ordnance  Department  for  an  indorse- 
ment. That  indorsement  came  back.  I  directed  Mr.  Potts,  the  chief 
clerk,  to  have  a  letter  written  containing  substantially  that  indorsement. 
The  draught  of  the  letter  as  it  came  back  contained  more,  andldirectni 
Mr.  Barnard,  the  corresponding  clerk,  to  erase  a  portion  of  it  and  scDti 
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only  that  portion  which  the  indorsement  of  the  Ordnance  Department 
referred  to.    That  was  on  or  before  the  19th. 

Q.  Could  that  draught  have  been  in  your  possession  on  the  20th  f — A. 
It  might  have  been,  certainly; 'but  I  am  satisfied  1  did  not  see  it  after 
the  19th. 

Q.  Do  you  think  a  clerk  in  the  Department  might  have  exhibited  that 
draught  to  the  Marquis  de  Ohambrun  without  your  authority  ! — A.  I  do 
not  think  he  would  have  done  so. 

Q.  Therefore  I  ask  the  question :  If  he  saw  it  at  all,  as  the  concur- 
rence of  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Potts  with  that  of  the  Marquis  de  Oham- 
brun would  seem  to  indicate,  where  could  he  have  seen  it  I — A.  I  have 
no  idea. 

By  MK  0  arpenter  : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you,  Mr.  Secretary,  did  he  ever  see  either  the  draught 
or  the  original  letter  in  your  presence  ! — A.  No,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  You  are  sure,  then,  he  did  not  see  it  in  your  oflSce  on  the  20th  t — 
A.  1  am  very  certain  of  that. 

Q.  You  say  that  in  your  private  conversation  which  you  had  on  the 
20th  this  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State  was  not  talked  of  at  all ! — A. 
It  was  not. 

Q.  What  was  the  subject  of  that  conversation  ? — A.  The  subject  of 
that  conversation  was  in  reference  to  the  connection  of  officers  of  the 
War  Department  with  supposed  frauds  in  relation  to  the  sale  of  arms, 
and  also  relative  to  the  statement  made  by  him  that  Richardson  was 
the  agent  of  Remington,  and  that  the  officers  of  the  War  Department 
knew  it, 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said  with  regard  to  your  correspondence  with 
the  Secretary  of  State  at  all,  in  your  conversations  on  the  19th  and 
i>Oth? — A.  Yes,  sir.  The  conversation  on  the  19th,  relative  to  the  in- 
dorsement, which  I  said  yesterday  I  was  satisfied  that  I  had  had  with 
him,  referred  to  what  would  form  a  portion  of  my  letter  to  the  Secretary 
of  State. 

Q.  Did  your  conversation  about  your  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
come  in  in  that  connection,  if  you  had  any  with  him  about  that  letter? — 
A.  Yes,  sir,  it  did. 

Q.  So  there  was  some  mention  of  a- letter  to  be  written  by  you  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  ! — ^A.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said  about  the  matter  being  confidential  ? — 
A.  I  do  not  think  the  word  "confidential  was  used  in  my  conversations 
^vith  him  in  my  public  office.  In  my  private  office  he  asked  me  to  keep 
that  conversation  in  reference  to  General  Ingalls  confidential,  which 
conteraation  occurred  on  the  27th  of  December. 

Q.  Was  there  anything  said  with  reference  to  confidence  being  kept 
ill  regard  to  that  indorsement  on  the  letter! — A.  No  sir;  there  was 
nothing  said  in  reference  to  that,  because  I  was  conversing  with  him 
about  the  indorsement  which  would  form  a  portion  of  the  letter  to  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

Q.  Yfm  stated  to  him  then  that  the  indorsement  would  form  a  portion 
of  that  letter  ? — A.  Yes,  would  form  a  portion  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  tell  him  that  that  was  a  matter  of  confidence!    A.  No  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  It  was  not,  I  suppose ;  was  it! — A.  I  said  nothing  to  him  upon  the 

subject. 

45  s  A 
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Q.  The  indorsement  you  are  now  speaking  of  was  this:  You  recciTrf 
from  the  State  Department  a  letter  making- inquiries;  you  refen-eiliuu 
the  Ordnance  Bureau  for  an  indorsement,  stating  the  facts,  and  tbat  va.< 
the  indorsement  I'eturned  to  yout — A.  Yes  sir. 

Q.  That  was  a  communication  between  your  own  Bureau  officer  autl 
yourself? — A.  Yes  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Kow  to  pass  to  another  subject.  You  probably  remember  th** 
wording  of  the  statute  of  1808,  which  authorized  the  sales  of  arms  and 
ordnance  stores? — A.  Yea,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  stated  by  several  witnesses  that  that  statute  was  constmeil 
in  accordance  with  an  interpretation  given  to  it  by  General  Schofield. 
one  of  your  predecessors! — A.  I  ^aw  that  statement  made.* 

Q.  Did  you  not  testify  that  General  Dyer  told  you  that  General  Scho 
field  had  so  interpreted  the  law  ! — A.  I  do  not  remember  so  testifyiuj:. 
General  Dyer  intbrmed  me  that  that  had  been  the  previous  custom,  bnt 
1  do  not  remember  mentioning  General  Schofield's  name;  I  may  have 
done  so,  but  I  think  I  said  **  previous  Secretaries." 

Q.  Did  you  inquire  into  the  meaning  of  that  statute  yourself  f— A.  I 
read  the  statute. 

Q.  Did  you  give  it  the  same  construction  yourself,  in  reference  to  the 
mode  of  selling  ordnance  stores  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Did  you  have  any  consultation  with  anybody  about  the  meaning 
of  that  statute  f — A.  No  one,  1  think,  excepting  the  Chief  of  UnlnaiKf. 
There  is  an  opinion,  I  believe,  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  ui>oii 
the  construction  of  those  laws,  the  law  of  1825,  and  the  other  law,  on 
file  among  the  papers  of  the  J>epartment. 

Q.  When  was  that  opinion  given  ? — A.  Before  I  was  Secretary  o( 
War,  or  shortly  afterward ;  I  think  before  I  was  Secretary. 

Q.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  let  us  have  that  opinion  t — A.  Yc*s. 
sir. 

Q.  You  stated,  yesterday,  that  at  the  time  when  the  Gatling  guns 
were  exchanged  with  the  Colt's  Arms  Company,  you  were  aware  of  that 
bargain  being  made.  Was  it  your  understanding  that  a  lot  of  inferior 
guns  was  to  be  exchanged  for  a  lot  of  superior,  more  valuable  guns  ?— 
A.  I  do  not  reniember  in  reference  to  that.  My  recollection  about  the 
matter  is  that  General  Dyer  spoke  to  me  on  that  subject,  but  1  did  not 
charge  my  mind  relative  to  it.  I  remember  his  speaking  to  me  about 
those  Gatling  guns,  but  1  do  not  remember  the  details  of  that  conver- 
sation. 

Q,  Was  there  any  consideration  paid,  to  indemnify  the  Coke's  Arms 
Company  for  this  exchange — for  their  giving  a  superior  kind  of  gTin.< 
for  the  inferior  guns  which  you  gave  themf — A.  Not  that  I  ara  now 
aware  of.  I  do  not  remember.  I  would  say,  right  here,  that  in  r?ler 
ence  to  matters  of  detail  in  the  Dei>artment  there  is  such  an  enormous 
amount  of  business  there,  and  so  many  bureaus  in  the  War  Depait- 
ment — nine  or  ten — that  it  is  impossible  for  the  Secretary  of  ^^  ar,  i^r- 
sonally,  to  be  informed  in  reference  to  the  details  of  the  various  trans- 
actions. 

Q.  If  there  had  been  any  consideration  paid,  would  you  consider  it 
according  to  law  ? — A.  I  cannot  say  in  reference  to  that,  unless  iht 
statute  were  shown  to  me. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  And  that  would  be  a  mere  professional  opinion  on 
a  hypothetical  case  f 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  It  is  in  so  far  a  hypothetical  case  as  the  Secretary  doe» 
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not  remember  whether  any  considerations  were  paid;  bat  as  to  the  law, 
I  think  it  is  not  a  hypothetical  case. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  It  is  purely  a  professional  opinion  as  to  what  the 
construction  of  the  law  is,  about  which  I  should  hate  to  be  examined 
on  the  stand  myself. 

The  Witness.  It  is  an  opinion  I  prefer  not  to  give.  I  would  rather 
state  facts. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  ScHURZ.)  Are  you  aware  that  the  appropriation  bill 
passed  in  1870  contained  the  following  clause:  ^^yProvidedy  That  no 
money  appropriated  by  this  act  shall  be  used  to  pay  for  any  new  can- 
non or  small  arms  ?" — A.  1  was  aware  of  that  at  the  time  it  passed ;  but 
I  believe  those  acts  go  into  operation  on  the  1st  day  of  July  after  the 
act  passes.  < 

Q.  Precisely.  That  would  have  been,  then,  the  1st  day  of  July,  1870. 
but  as  the  Secretary  is  not  aware  that  any  consideration  was  paid,  I  will 
not  press  the  point.  It  was  stated  in  the  testimony  that  the  money  which 
was  received  for  ordnance  stores  was  paid  into  the  Treasurj^,  or  ac- 
counted for  to  the  Treasury,  and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  was  covered  into 
the  Treasury.  Is  my  undei  standing  correct ! — A.  When  I  gave  my  first 
day's  testimony,  I  had  a  memorandum  in  reference  to  the  details  of  this 
matter  from  which  I  gave  my  testimony,  and  which  I  will  examine.  [Ex- 
amining a  memorandum.]  The  payments  were,  in  almost  every  case, 
made  by  certificate  or  cashier's  checks.  These  checks  were  not  cashed, 
but  were  deposited  to  the  credit  of  the  officer  making  the  sales  at  the  as- 
sistant United  States  treasurer's,  and  shortly  after  receipt  the  deposit- 
ing officer  received  a  certificate  of  deposit.  The  money  so  accumulat- 
ing was,  from  time  to  time,  turned  over  by  check  to  the  officer  credited 
with  the  money  there,  against  the  assistant  United  States  treasurer, 
in  favor  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  Certificates  of  deposit, 
in  triplicate,  for  the  amount  so  turned  over  were  given,  and  the  original 
sent  lorward  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  and  they  were  examined  with 
the  abstract  of  sales,  and  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  through 
the  Secretary  of  War,  to  be  covered  in  and  passed  to  the  credit  of  the 
ofiicer,  and  the  appropriation  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury.  • 

Q.  So  your  idea  is  that  they  were  covered  in? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 

Q.  What  do  you  mean  by  "covered  in!" — A.  That  is  a  technical  ex- 
pression used  in  the  Treasury  Department,  which  always  comes  in  quo- 
tation marks. 

Q.  Have  you  anything  to  do  with  this  covering  in  after  you  pay  the 
money  to  the  Treasury  ! — A.  Nothing  in  the  world. 

By  Mr.  ScnuRZ: 

Of.  Does  it  not  mean  that  it  passes  out  of  the  control  of  the  War  De- 
partment into  the  control  of  the  Treasury  Department! — A.  I  take  it 
for  granted  that  is  so.  My  understanding  is  that  when  it  is  covered  in 
it  passes  out  of  the  control  of  the  War  Department. 

Q.  Did  the  money  ever  pass  into  the  Treasury  ? — A.  The  transfers 
were  made  by  the  certificates  of  deposit,  as  I  have  stated. 

Q.  And  then,  you  say,  the  transfer  was  made  by  the  certificates  of 
deposit,  so  that  the  Treasury  was  then  at  liberty  to  draw  upon  those 
certificates  of  deposit  and  haul  in  the  money ;  was  that  it? — ^A.  Those 
certificates  deposited  represented  the  money. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 
Q.  And  were  given  by  the  sub-treasurer  at  New  York? — A.  Yes,  sir 
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By  Mr.  SCHURZ: 

Q.  So  that  the  moneys  covered  by  these  certificates  of  deposit  wereat 
the  disposal  of  the  Treasury;  was  that  it? — A.  1  presume  so;  bat  ut 
the  details  of  managing  matters  in  the  Treasury  Department  1  know 
nothing. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  know  that  you  paid  the  sums  you  have  named  into  the  Trea- 
sury and  took  their  receipts  for  it? — A.  I  am  satisfied  of  that,  altboogli 
I  never  saw  the  receipts. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Here  I  come  to  the  point  I  wanted  specially  to  refer  to.  I  find 
in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  year  1871— tht* 
last  report : 

"  The  expenditures  for  the  same  period  were — ^for  the  War  Depart 
ment,  $35,799,991  82." 

And  at -the  bottom  of  the  page  there  is  this  note: 

"This  is  the  net  amount,  after  deducting  88,280,093  13,  repaid  into 
the  Treasury  as  proceeds  of  sales  of  ordnance,  &c.  The  true  expendi- 
tures were  $44,080,084  95." 

From  this  it  would  appear  that  $8,280,093  13,  repaid  into  the  Tre« 
sury  as  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  ordnance,  figui'es  also  among  the  expen- 
ditures of  the  War  Department,  and  are  added  to  the  $35,794,901  S2, 
How  do  you  explain  that  ? — A.  I  cannot  explain  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury's  report.  I  can  take  time  to  examine  that ;  but  it  is  a  tech- 
nical matter  in  connection  with  his  report  that  I  am  not  able  to  explain. 

Q.  There  is  this  distinct  statement  that  the  $8,280,093  13,  paid  inM 
the  Treasury  as  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  ordnance,  were  adde<l  to  th*» 
expenditures  of  the  War  Department.  The  question  is  whether  the  sum 
of  $8,280,093  13,  repaid  into  the  TreavSuiy  as  proceeds  of  sales  of  onl- 
nance,  were  drawn  upon  again  by  the  War  Department,  drawn  out  and 
expended,  either  in  whole  or  in  part? — A.  I  cannot  answer  that  question 
here  ;  but  I  will  say  that  the  amount  realized  from  these  sales  for  the 
year  ending  June  30, 1871,  was  $9,748,942  13,  and  $9,409,307  66  of  this 
amount  has  been  deposited  in  the  Treasury,  as  per  certificates  of  deposit 
on  file  with  the  officer's  accounts. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  Has  that  money,  since  it  was  deposited,  been  redrawn  by  yoar 
Department? — A.  Not  that  1  am  aware  of.  If  I  am  called  u|K)n  to 
answer  that  question  clearly,  1  would  prefer  to  take  time  to  examine, 
as  I  certainly  can,  from  the  books  of  the  Departments  At  the  same 
time  1  cannot  be  expected  to  explain  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

By  Mr.  SoHURZ : 

Q.  Of  course  not.  I  merely  asked  for  an  explanation  of  this  matter. 
The  report  of  the  War  Department  for  this  year  stiites  that  the  exi)endi- 
tures  of  the  War  Department  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1871,  "  weif 
about  $40,000,000,  including  for  river  and  harbor  improvemcDts. 
$3,945,900.''  Do  you  remember  what  the  amount  of  appropriations 
was  ?  [Handing  the  report  to  the  witness.) — A.  Unless  the  preei* 
amount  is  stated  here,  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  to  be  shown  ?  That  this  eight  millions  was 
used  again  without  re-appropriations  by  Congress  f 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  Precisely. 
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The  Witness.  I  will  send  you  a  statement  of  that.  At  the  time  I 
made  up  this  report  I  had  a  statement  prepared  for  myself  in  reference 
to  it.  I  will  send  you  a  statement  showing  the  items  of  this  forty  mil- 
lions, and  explaining  it.    I  am  satisfied  it  is  in  my  office  still. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  any  moneys  were  drawn  back  from  the  Treas- 
ury and  used  without  any  appropriations  being  made  for  that  pur- 
pose f — A.  At  what  time  ? 

Q.  During  the  last  fiscal  year  ? — A.  I  am  not  aware  of  any.  Since 
the  act  of  July  12, 1870,  requiring  unexpended  balances  to  be  paid  into 
the  Treasury,  that  law  has  been  observed  strictly ;  the  accounting  offi- 
cers of  the  Treasury,  under  that  law,  prohibit  the  use  of  any  funds 
improperly. 

Q,  Are  you  aware  that  a  margin  of  sixty-odd  thousand  dollars  was 
returned  to  C.  K.  Garrison ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  the  correspondence  about  that  submitted  to  you  at  the 
time? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  and  the  matter  was  stated  to  me  by  General  Dyer ; 
on  page  107  of  the  testimony  you  will  find  General  Dyer's  indorsement, 
which  I  approved. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  on  what  ground  you  approved  the  indorsement, 
and  the  return  of  that  margin  of  $64,278  f — A.  I  approved  it  on  the 
recommendation  of  the  ordnance  officers. 

Q.  Did  you  examine  the  grounds  on  which  the  recommendation  was 
based  ? — ^A,  I  heard  General  Dyer's  statement  in  reference  to  it. 

Q.  What  was  it  f — A.  It  was  substantially  his  indorsement.  To  tell 
you  precisely  what  it  was  1  should  have  to  read  the  whole  correspond- 
ence, which  is  printed  on  pages  105, 106,  and  107.  My  action  was 
based  entirely  on  the  recommendation  of  the  ordnance  officers,  as  em- 
bodied in  these  communications. 

Q.  Was  the  reason  that  the  Government  did  not  lose  a  bargain  and 
sustained  no  loss  in  the  premises  at  all? — A.  The  reason,  as  I  under- 
stood'it  to  be,  was  that  the  arms  had  never  gone  out  of  the  possession 
of  the  War  Department. 

Q.  That  is  to  say,  Mr.  Garrison  never  took  them  ? — A.  That  is  my 
understanding.  I  have  not  read  this  correspondence  from  the  day  I 
issued  that  order  to  this  time. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  They  were  not  delivered  during  the  time  within  which  the  De- 
partment had  agreed  to  deliver  them.  Is  not  that  the  true  statement? — 
A.  I  believe  it  was  so. 

By  Mr.  SOHURZ : 

Q.  Was  it  your  understanding  that  those  arms  were  not  delivered  by 
the  fault  of  the  Department  ? — A.  I  would  have  to  refresh  my  memory 
by  reading  the  correspondence. 

Q.  You  might  read  it  over ;  it  is  not  so  very  long. — ^A.  [After  examin- 
ing the  correspondence.]  Colonel  Crispin  says : 

"  In  this  connection  it  may  be  remarked  that  causes  beyond  the  con- 
trol of  the  Department,  owing  to  the  winter  snows,  and  other  circum- 
stances, led  to  delays  in  transportation  and  delivery,  not  anticipated  by 
the  contracting  parties,  but  of  course  not  chargeable  to  the  United 
States;  also  that  no  inquiry  was  made  for  the  Enfields  of  this  office 
from  other  sources,  and  that  this  office  believes  that  Garrison's  contract 
or  order  to  purchase  was  the  only  one  at  the  time  of  his  agreement,  or 
since,  in  the  market ;  and  hence  a  knowledge  on  the  part  of  dealers  of 
the  transaction  did  not  at  the  time  (nor  since)  stop  negotiations  from 
others  than  Garrison  for  purchase,  and  hence  no  sale,  it  is  believed,  was 
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■  brightening  of  muskets,  which  was  clone  for  Poiiltney,  Trim- 
the  workmen  being  paid  not  through  the  regular  channel  by 
'  iiment,  but  by  Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.  themselves  ?-^A.  I 
been  informed  at  the  time  in  reference  to  that  mode  of  pay- 
I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 
^  any  authority  given  to  the  officers  commanding  the  Spring- 
»ry  by  the  War  Department  to  do  such  a  thing  f — A.  It  may 
♦  given  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance.    I  do  not  recollect  now. 
vou  recollect  any  other  case  in  which  this  was  done,  where  tlie 
at  the  Springfield  armor}'  worked  for  private  persons  and  were 
hem  ? — A.  I  do  not  remember  now  any  cases. 

Mr.  Carpenter: 

J  thf  *.^    .iderstand  you  to  say  you  do  not  know  that  it  was  done  in  this 
v/:»j,.,         ^.  I  do  not.    If  it  was  mentioned  to  me  by  the  Chief  of  Ord- 
lo  not  remember  it. 

ht  #..        V  Mr.  ScHURz: 

you  remember  the  sale  of  breech-lojiding  guns  which  was  made 
iionias  liichardson  ! — A,  I  remember  that  a  sale  was  made  to 

Richardson. 

appears  from  the  testimony  that  no  margin  was  exacted  from 
>ma8  Kichcardson — ^no  deposit.  Do  you  remember  tliat  ^lircum- 
jlsof — A.  I  do  not.  I  should  have  to  turn  to  the  correspond- 
refresh  my  memory. 

iy  the  Chairman  : 

olonel  Crispin  negotiated  the  sale? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

iiy  Mr.  ScHURZ: 

*'ere  you  acquainted  with  the  details  of  that  negotiation ;  were 
lils  reported  to  j'ou  at  the  time! — A.  I  do  not  think  the  details 
sale  were,  but  the  sale  itself  was  reported  to  me,  as  all  sales  are. 
Vere  you  informed  of  the  circumstance  that  Mr.  Richardson  was 
iuired  to  put  up  any  margin! — A.  I  do  not  think  I  was,  but  still, 

•rencc  to  that,  I  should  have  to  refer  to  the  papers. 

*Vhen  that  sale  was  made,  General  Dyer,  who  w^as  then  in  New 
addressed  a  letter  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  which  was  submitted 
Secretary  of  War.    Let  me  call  your  attention  to  this  paragraph 

Meral  Dyer's  letter  to  Lieutenant  Colonel  Ben^t : 

*  an  exchange  of  15,000  to  20,000  or  more  of  these  muskets,  now 

•  hands  of  troops,  for  an  equal  number  of  Kemington  arms,  could 
ule  by  the  Department,  it  is  worthy  of  consideration  whether  it  is 
i^sirable  that  it  should  be  done,  especially  in  view  of  the  recom- 

_ .  .ations  of  the  board  of  which  Major  General  Schofield  was  presi- 
and  of  the  admitted  excellence  of  the  Kemington  system,  and  ot 
ict  that  the  same  cartridge  can  be  used  in  the  Kemington  and 
igfield  standard  musket. 

ihe  question  of  exchange  is  more  especially  to  be  considered,  as  it 
•t  deemed  best  to  materially  deplete  our  present  limited  supply  of 
•"^-^'^"'''*-s,  ev^^   -^^  '"*v»rior  models,  to  extent  below  the  present 
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lost  nor  monetary  loss  sustained  by  the  Government,  by  the  iuchoite 
bargain  with  Garrison.^ 

By  reading  that  my  memory  is  refreshed  in  reference  to  the  matter. 

Q.  Did  you  inform  yourself  on  that  subject  a«  to  no  bargain  having 
been  lostt — ^A.  All  this  correspondence  was  submitted  to  me,  and  I  vas 
informed  of  it  at  the  time. 

Q.  Were  you  not  informed  that  another  bid  had  been  made  for  the 
same  arms  f — ^A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that. 

Q.  The  evidence  before  us  shows  these  dispatches : 

[By  tolep;raph  from  New  York,  21,  1871.] 

"  W.  TJ.  Telegraph,  War  Dep., 

"  12.45,  Jan.  21, 1871. 
"  To  Colonel  Crispin  or  A.  B.  Dyer  : 

"At  what  figure  can  we  have  thirty-six  thousand  (36,000)  new  Enfields. 
depositing  margin  immediately  ? 

"  How  soon  can  you  deliver  fifty  thousand  three-iucii  XXrrott  shell,  with 
time-fuse  t 

"  STARR  &  FRAZIER. 

"  Answer  immediately. 
"31  paid.    Dr.  Co." 

[By  telc^^ph  from  New  York,  21,  1871.] 

"  W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Dep., 

"  12.49  January  21,  187L 

"  To  Colonel  Silas  Crispin,  or  General  A.  B.  Dyer  : 

"Can  I  have  seven  or  eight  thousand  Eiifields,  second  class,  unserv- 
iceable, and  at  what  figures  f 

«  W.  S.  STARR. 
"  Answer." 

"  441  and  442.]  Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

"  VasUington^  January  21, 1871. 

"  Messrs.  Starr  &  Frazier,  NewTorJc  : 

•^  Can  offer  no  new  Enfields  before  noon  Monday,  as  they  may  have 
been  sold.  Make  offer  for  Parrott  three-inch  projectiles,  stating  whea 
they  must  be  delivered.    Make  offer  for  unserviceable  Enfields. 

"  A.  B.  DYER, 

^' Chief  of  Ordnaneer 

From  which  it  would  appear  that  an  offer  was  made  for  new  EufieWs 
at  the  same  time  when  Garrison  made  his  offer,  and  that  it  was  refill, 
because  the  contract  with  the  other  parties  was  in  process  of  conclusion. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  How  does  that  appear  f    I  do  not  see  it. 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  We  will  refer  to  the  dates. 

The  Witness.  For  information  in  reference  to  these  matters  I  would 
have  to  refer  to  the  correspondence  and  orders  which  have  been  ex- 
hibited in  the  testimony.  Having  so  many  transactions  in  this  and 
other  matters  in  the  War  Department,  it  is  imi)ossible  for  me  to  remem- 
ber these  details  at  this  time. 

Q.  I  merely  wanted  to  ask  whether  you  had  informed  yourself  about 
this  matter  at  the  time? — A.  All  this  action  I  was  informed  of  at  the 
time. 
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Q.  But  not  of  the  offer  that  had  been  made  by  other  parties  at  the 
time? — A.  The  papers  themselves  show,  I  think,  in  nearly  all  cases, 
that  they  were  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War  and  his  action  on 
them. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  These  arms  were  not  delivered  to  Garrison  on  account  of  snows 
luid  obstructions  ;  the  time  went  by! 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  I  woufd  not  admit  that  statement. 

The  Chairman.  1  do  not  put  it  as  any  statement  of  the  case,  because 
the  point  1  make  is  this  :  whethet  they  could  have  been  any  moreeiisily 
or  readily  delivered  to  other  parties  than  they  could  to  Garrison,  I  ask 
that  question.  (To  the  witness.)  These  arms  were  not  delivered  to 
Garrison  ! 

The  Witness.  No,  sir. 

Q,  (By  the  Chairman.)  Could  they  not  just  as  readily,  and  within  the 
same  time,  have  6eeu  delivered  to  Garrison  as  to  other  parties  ! — A. 
Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 
Q.  Colonel  Cnspin  says : 

"United  States  Ordnance  Agency,  New  York, 

''April  24,  1871. 

"  Respectfully  returned  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

"The  Messrs.  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  on  or  before  January  21,  1871, 
offered  $8  per  arm  for  30,000  new  Enhelds,  which  oflFer  was  accepted, 
with  tlie  usual  gi'ace  of  thirty  days,  for  the  purchaser  to  pay  and  remove, 
the  United  States  to  deliver  on  demand,  the  indispensable  delays  for 
haudlin^  and  transportation  bein^  understood ;  the  parties  to  deposit, 
on  or  before  the23d  of  January,  1871,  at  noon,  a  20  per  cent,  margin,  to 
wit,  the  sum  of  $57,600.  On  January  21, 1871,  the  Messrs.  Smith,  Crosby 
&  Co.,  over  their  siguature,  transferred  their  right  to  purchase  to  C.  K. 
Garrison,  and  this  latter  party,  on  January  23, 1871,  deposited  with  this 
oflSce,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  Bureau,  the  required  margin, 
and  wa8  henceforth  recognized  as  the  purchaser.  •  •  • 
No  demands  for  delivery  were  made  during  the  thirty  days  allowed  ia 
each  case  for  the  payment  and  removal,  nor  since,  and  the  arms  are  yet 
iu  the  possession  of  the  Government.^ 

Is  that  the  statement  of  the  case! — A.  That  is  Colonel  Crispin's 
indorsement. 

Q.  From  which  it  appears  that  Garrison,  to  whom  the  bargain  had 
been  transferred,  did  not  make  any  demand  of  the  Government  for  the 
delivery  of  those  arms,  and  then  he  afterward  claimed  a  return  of  his 
margin.  May  1  ask  what  margins  are  generally  insisted  upon,  and  for 
what  ])urpose  f — A.  My  understanding  of  it  is  to  bind  the  purchaser, 
and  to  place  the  Department  in  a  proper  position  in  reference  to  the 
^les,'  to  assure  them  that  it  is  a  batia-Jide  offer. 

Q.  Those  margins  are  forfeited  if  the  purchaser  does  not  fulfill  his 
contract? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  does  it  not  appear  that  although  the  purchaser  did  not  ful- 
tiU  his  contract,  and  although  another  offer  had  been  made  for  the 
same  guns,  the  purchaser  had,  nevertheless,  his  margin  returned  to 
Inm  ? — A.  The  margin  was  returned  to  him. 

Q.  Does  it  not  appear,  also,  that  the  main  reason  upon  which  this 
return  was  based,  namely,  that  no  monetary  damage  to  at  least  the 
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extent  of  the  margin,  for  tbe  control  granted,  had  happened,  and  that  tW 
Government  did  not  lose  a  bargain,  failed  in  this  ca^  ? — A.  As  I  said 
before,  extracting  from  Colonel  Crispin's  report,  '*  causes  beyond  tbe 
control  of  the  Department,  and  other  circumstances  not  anticipated,  krd 
to  delays." 

Q.  Did  Garrison  set  up  any  such  claim  I — ^A.  I  know  nothing  aboat 
Mr.  Garrison's  claim,  beyond  the  statements  made  in  his  commuDica- 
tions  here,  his  letter  of  the  loth  of  Ajjril,  and  subsequently. 

Q.  Is  it  not  stated  by  Colonel  Crispin  that  "  no  demands  for  deliverr 
were  made  during  the  thirty  days  allowed  in  each  case,  for  the  payment 
and  removal,  nor  since,  and  the  arms  are  yet  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government?" — A.  "  No  demands  for  delivery  were  made  during  the 
thirty  days  allowed  in  each  case  for  the  payment  and  removal,  nor 
since,  and  the  arms  are  yet  in  the  possession  of  the  Government." 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Let  me  suggest  to  General  Schurz  that  if  he  want< 
to  examine  that  subject,  the  proper  way  to  do  it  is  to  send  for  Crispin 
again.  General  Belknap  says  he  knows  nothing  about  it,  except  wliar 
appears  in  these  papers. 

The  Witness.  I  desire  to  say  here  again,  and  I  desire  the  com  mitten 
distinctly  to  understand  it,  that  the  details  of  these  sales  I  am  n«»t 
familiar  with.  The  general  subject  I  was  familiar  with  at  the  time,  as 
the  subject  was  brought  to  my  attention  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnanct*.  The 
details  I  am  not  familiar  with,  and  cannot  be  expect^^d  to  be,  and  I  have 
to  refer,  in  answering  questions  of  this  kind,  to  the  officers  who  con- 
ducted those  sales. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  would  like  to  ask  General  Schurz,  in  this  connet-. 
tion,  if  he  regards  that  discrepancy  as  of  any  importance  in  our  investi- 
gation.   If  80, 1  shall  move  that  Colonel  Crispin  be  retailed. 

Mr.  Schurz.  Certainly,  I  do.  I  look  at  it  as  a  thing  connected  with 
the  sales  of  arms  during  that  period. 

The  Witness.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  in  matters  of  det:iil 
with  regard  to  many  of  the  points  of  these  sales  I  should  have  to  refer 
to  the  ordnance  officers. 

Mr.  Schurz.  The  only  question  I  put  was  whether  the  details  of  tlie 
matter,  and  all  the  circumstances  surrounding  it,  had  been  closely  ex- 
amined before  authority  was  given  for  the  return  of  sixty -odd  tliou- 
sand  dollars. 

The  Witness.  A  statement  of  the  case  was  male  to  me  by  Genera! 
Dyer,  and  frequently  the  papers  presented.  Mv  approval  or  dis;iproval 
of  any  transaction  was  not  given  until  at  the  time  I  understood  what  I 
supx)osed  was  the  real  transaction. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  to  get  at  that  you  had  to  rely  on  their  statements  ? — A.  Most 
assuredly.    They  are  there  for  that  purpose. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Is  the  Springfield  armory  controlled  by  orders  from  the  War  De- 
partmentf — A.  It  is  controlled  by  orders  from  the  War  Department.  It 
is  under  the  War  Department,  but  under  the  immediate  control  of  the 
Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Q.  It  apijears  from  the  testimony  that  in  February,  1871,  a  certain 
amount  of  work  was  done  in  the  Springfield  armory  for  the  tirm  of 
Poultney,  Trimble  &  Co.,  of  Baltimore,  and  that  the  workmen  at  the 
Springfield  armory  were  paid  by  private  iKjrsons.  So  it  ap)ie>ars  from 
the  testimonny  of  Mr.  Allen.  Was  that  done  by  authority  of  the  Wiir 
Department  f — ^A.  What  work  do  you  mean  f 
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Q.  The  brightening  of  muskets,  which  was  done  for  Poiiltney,  Trim- 
ble &  Co.,  the  workmen  being  paid  not  through  the  regular  channel  by 
the  Government,  but  by  Poultney,  Tnmble  &  Co.  themselves  f^A,  I 
may  have  been  informed  at  the  time  in  reference  to  that  mode  of  pay- 
ment, but  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

Q.  Was  any  authority  given  to  the  officers  commanding  the  Spring- 
field armory  by  the  War  Department  to  do  such  a  thing  f — A.  It  may 
have  been  given  by  the  Chief  of  Ordnance.    I  do  not  recollect  now. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  any  other  case  in  which  this  was  done,  where  the 
workmen  at  the  Springfield  armory  worked  for  private  persons  and  were 
paid  by  them? — A.  I  do  not  remember  now  any  cases. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 

Q.  I  understand  you  to  say  you  do  not  know  that  it  was  done  in  this 
ease? — A.  I  do  not.  If  it  was  mentioned  to  me  by  the  Chief  of  Ord- 
nance 1  do  not  remember  it. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Do  you  remember  the  sale  of  breech -loading  guns  which  was  made 
to  Mr.  Thomas  llichardson  ? — A.  I  remember  that  a  sale  was  made  to 
Thomas  Kichardson. 

Q.  It  appears  from  the  testimony  that  no  margin  was  exac^ted  from 
Air.  Thomas  Kichardson — no  deposit.  Do  you  remember  tiiat  circum- 
stance also? — A.  I  do  not.  I  should  have  to  turn  to  the  correspond- 
ence to  refresh  my  memory. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Colonel  Crispin  negotiated  the  sale? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the  details  of  that  negotiation ;  were 
the  details  reported  to  you  at  the  time? — A.  I  do  not  think  the  details 
of  the  sale  were,  but  the  sale  itself  was  reported  to  me,  as  all  sales  are. 

Q.  Were  you  informed  of  the  circumstance  that  Mr.  Richardson  was 
not  required  to  put  up  any  margin? — A.  I  do  not  think  I  was,  but  still, 
in  reference  to  that,  I  should  have  to  refer  to  the  papers. 

Q.  When  that  sale  was  made,  General  Dyer,  who  was  then  in  New 
York,  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  which  was  submitted 
to  the  Secretary  of  War.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  this  paragraph 
in  General  Dyer's  letter  to  Lieutenant  Colonel  Benet: 

"  If  an  excliange  of  15,000  to  20,000  or  more  of  these  muskets,  now 
in  the  hands  of  trooj)S,  for  an  equal  number  of  Kemington  arms,  could 
be  made  by  the  Department,  it  is  worthy  of  consideration  whether  it  is 
not  desirable  that  it  should  be  done,  especially  in  view  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  board  of  which  Major  General  Schofield  was  presi- 
dent, and  of  the  admitted  excellence  of  the  Kemington  system,  and  ot 
the  fact  that  the  same  cartridge  can  be  used  in  the  Kemington  and 
Springfield  standard  musket. 

"  The  question  of  exchange  is  more  especially  to  be  considered,  as  it 
is  not  deemed  best  to  materially'  deplete  our  present  limited  supply  of 
breech-loaders,  even  of  inferior  models,  to  extent  below  the  present 
quantity.  If  a  sale  is  made  and  not  an  exchange,  the  moneys  will,  of 
course,  go  into  the  public  Treasury,  and  not  be  available  for  the  fabri- 
cation or  purchase  of  arms." 

This  is  on  page  110  of  the  testimony.  Did  that  bear  the  indorse- 
ment of  the  Secretary  of  War? — A.  On  page  101)  I  approved  the  first 
part  of  that  letter,  but  the  paragraphs  on  page  110  I  did  not  approve, 
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and  Colonel  Benet's  testimony  on  page  165  ex])Iains  that.    As  soon  » 
I  saw  this  testimony,  I  examined  into  that  matter. 

Q.  Was  the  exchange  recommended  by  General  Dyer  made  ? — A.  ^ut 
with  my  approval,  if  it  was  made. 
•    Q.  You  did  not  a[)prove  of  it  then  ? — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  General  Dyer  states  that  he  does  not  deem  it  best  "to  materiallT 
dei)lete  our  present  limited  su])ply  of  breech-loaders,  even  of  interiuf 
models,  to  extent  below  the  present  quantity."  So  tlie  sale  was  ap- 
proved, but  the  exchange  which  was  to  supply  the  deficiency  ocrumnj 
by  the  sale  was  not  approved? — A.  That  was  my  understanding.  .  Uu 
page  110  you  will  see  a  letter  from  Colonel  Ben^t  to  General  Dyer. 
which  says : 

"Secretary  approves,  except  exchange  with  R.,  which  is  left  for 
future  consideration." 

Q.  Did  you  then,  after  the  receipt  of  Genend  Dyer's  letter,  deem  it 
best  "  that  our  present  limited  supply^of  breech-loading  arms  should  lie 
depleted,"  without  taking  any  measures  to  supply  themf — ^A.  1  do  not 
think  that  subject  was  brought  to  my  attention. 

Q.  It  was  brought  to  your  attention  by  the  letter  ! — A.  What  is  year 
question  in  reference  to  f 

Q.  Whether  you  deemed  it  best  to  deplete  our  present  limited  sup- 
ply of  breeijh-loading  arms,  even  of  inferior  models,  without  replaciog 
them  by  exchange  or  otherwise? — A.  No,  sir;  in  all  those  transactiuDs 
I  agreed  with  General  Dyer.  My  recollection  of  it  is  that  I  agree<l  with 
General  Dyer  in  all  these  recommendations,  except  where  it  appears 
that  I  did  not  approve  them. 

Q.  Were  any  steps  taken  to  replace  those  arms  thus  sold  ? — A.  None, 
that  I  am  aware  of. 

Q.  So  the  arms  were  sold,  and  the  gap  was  left  open.  Is  that  it?— 
A.  I  know  of  no  steps  being  taken  to  replace  those  arms. 

Q.  Colonel  Squire,  in  his  testimony,  speaks  of  an  overpayment  for 
carbines  and  cartridges  which  he  bought  on  October  lUth  and  13th. 
and  of  the  return  of  the  money.  Is  anything  known  to  you  about  that 
matter? — A.  I  have  heard  that  spoken  of  since  this  investigation  oc- 
curred. 

Q.  Not  at  the  time  ? — A.  No,  sir;  I  think  not. 

Q.  Do  the  books  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  show  anything  of  the  kind?— 
A.  I  should  have  to  examine  them  to  see  whether  they  do.  The  offi- 
cers in  charge  of  those  books,  whose  business  it  is  to  keep  them  and 
attend  to  them,  are  the  proper  persons  to  examine  in  reference  to  that. 
That  is  a  matter  of  detail  with  which  I  am  not  familiar. 

Q.  Who  are  the  officers? — A.  General  Dyer;  Colonel  Ben^t,  when  he 
is  in  charge  of  the  office  m  General  Dyer's  absence ;  and  Colonel  Crispin 
in  New  York. 

Q.  Could  you  order  the  papers  relating  to  this  matter  to  be  copied  and 
delivered  to  us  ? — A.  Yes,  sir;  but  be  good  enough,  l)efore  I  go,  to  give 
me  a  memorandum  of  what  you  desire.  Every  paper  that  is  wanted  in 
connection  with  the  matter  that  has  not  been  furnished  already  I  will 
gladly  give ;  but  I  understood  from  Colonel  Ben^t  yesterday  that  all 
papers  had  been  filed. 

Q.  I  fiml  in  a  news])aper  copies  of  the  following  orders,  issued  by  the 
Department  of  the  East,  purporting  to  bear  a  date,  which  was  just  beluiv 
the  breech-loaders  were  sold  to  Mr.  Kichardsou : 
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[GeDeral  Orders  No.  18.] 

"Headquarters  Department  of  the  East, 

^^Xeic  I'orlc  City^  December  10,  1870. 

"Tn  compliance  with  instructions  from  the  Adjutant  General's  Office, 
commanders  of  companies  which  are  at  present  supplied  with  breech- 
loading  anus,  manufactured  prior  to  1808,  will  at  once  make  requisition 
for  tlie  requisite  number  of  arms  of  a  new  pattern,  and  will  prepare  to 
transfer  the  arms  now  in  their  possession  to  such  place  as  ma^'  be 
bereafter  directed. 
***By  command  of  Brigadier  General  McDowell. 

"  CHAUNCEY  McKEEVER, 

^^ Assistant  Adjutant  General.^ 

fGeneral  Orders  No.  19.] 

"  Headquarters  Department  of  the  East, 

"  J^ew  York  Cityj  December  10,  1870. 

"  Commanders  of  comi>anies  will,  upon  receipt  of  the  arms  of  the  new 
pattern  referred  to  in  General  Orders  No.  18,  current  series,  from  these 
headquarters,  transfer  immediately  all  arms  in  their  possession,  manu- 
factured prior  to  1808,  to  Major  Silas  Crispin,  Ordnance  Dei)artmeut, 
Xew  York  city. 

"The  Quartermaster's  Department  will  furnish  the  necessarj-  trans- 
portation. 

"By  command  of  Brigadier  General  McDowell. 

"CHAUNCEY  McKEEVEK, 

^^Assistant  Adjutant  OeneralP 

Q.  Do  you  remember  such  orders  having  been  issued  by  the  Adju- 
tant General! — A.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  remember  it  until  I  saw  it  in  the 
paper. 

Q.  Have  you  since  ascertained? — A.  I  have  not  inquired  into  it,  but 
I  have  no  doubt  it  was  so. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  generally  that  orders  were  issued  to  the  troops 
to  deliver  up  the  arms  they  had,  which  were  manufactured  prior  to 
1808 1 — A.  That  is  mv  recollection. 

Q.  Were  they  given  up  f — A.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  have  been 
given  up ;  no  report  of  it  has  been  made  to  me. 

Q.  Then  I  understand  you  to  say  that  at  that  time  orders  were  issued 
by  the  War  Department  that  the  troops  should  deliver  up  those 
arms! — A.  1  have  no  doubt  those  orders  are  correct. 

Q.  Were  the  arms  thus  delivered  up  by  the  troops  the  arms  that  were 
8old  to  Richardson  f — A.  I  caimot  say,  i)ersonally :  1  do  not  know. 

Q.  Were  they  breech-loading  arms  of  the  model  of  18001 — A.  Per- 
sonally, I  do  not  know  that.    I  would  have  to  refer  to  the  testimony  of 
the  otiicers  who  were  familiar  with  those  details. 
*The  Chairman.  It  is  already  on  evidence  that  they  were  the  same 
arms. 

•  By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Were  sales  of  arms  ordered  to  be  suspended  previous  to  January, 
1871  f — A.  On  January  23,  1871,  I  addressed  General  Dyer  a  note  in 
these  words : 
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'*  General  Dyer  :  The  President  directs  that  sales  of  ordnance  aad 
ordnance  stores  be  discontinued. 

"  W.  W.  BELKNAP, 

"  Secretary  of  War* 

Q.  I  asked  whether  previous  to  that  time,  say  in  October  or  Novem 
ber,  1870,  the  sales  of  amis  were  ever  suspended  by  order  of  the  War 
Department ?-^A.  Ko,  sir,  excepting  to  Remington,  as  I  have  previously 
stated. 

Q.  Was  there  not  a  general  suspension  of  the  sales  of  arms  ordernl 
previous  to  Januar3',  1871? — ^A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  I  find  in  a  letter  of  General  Fianklin,  (at  page  G55  of  our  testi- 
mony:) "I  knew  that  there  Lad  been  a  stoppage  of  sales  in  October, 
1870;  that  the  sales  had  recommenced  shortly  afterward;  but  I  did 
not  know  that  there  was  any  reservation  as  to  purchasers." — A.  I  stopped 
the  sales  on  January  23,  1871,  by  direction  of  the  President,  aud  I 
wrote  you  a  note  the  day  after;  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  sales 
being  stopped  previous  to  that  time,  except  as  to  the  Kemingtons. 

Q.  The  question  I  was  putting  was,  whether  there  had  been  a  general 
suspension  of  the  sales  of  arms  ordered  some  time  in  October  or  Novem- 
ber f — A.  I  think  not. 

Q.  Are  you  sure  tliere  was  not  f — A.  I  am  very  sure. 

Q.  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  purchased  a  quantity  of  artillery,  whicb 
figures  in  the  general  report  of  sales  of  arms,  and  February  1,'  1871,  i< 
the  date  of  delivery,  and  the  authority  of  sale  was  given  Decembers. 
1870.  Ilad  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  originally  contracted  for  a  larger 
quantity  of  artillery  than  finally  they  took  f— A.  That  is  a  matter  of  de- 
tail that  1  do  not  remember. 

Q.  Did  nothing  come  to  your  knowledge  about  that? — A.  All  the 
sales,  1  presume,  came  to  my  knowledge.  I  have  not  taken  this  list  to 
examine  since  the  sales  were  made  as  to  whether  they  all  came,  but  I 
have  not  been  informed  c^*  any  which  did  not  come.  But  I  do  not  re- 
member now  the  specific  purchases  that  occurred,  and  I  shall  have  to 
refer  for  testimony  in  reference  to  tho^e  matters  to  the  officers  who  were 
in  charge. 

Q.  Did  you  get  any  information  at  that  time  that  a  numl>er  of  bat- 
teries iiad  been  contracted  for  and  that  that  number  of  batteries  whs 
afterward  reduced,  and  that  part  of  the  margin  wa«  returned  f — A.  I 
remember  a  margin  being  returned  to  Garrison. 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  margin  returned  f — A.  The  only  one  I  know  of. 

Q.  Have  you  never  been  informed  of  any  other  transaction  of  that 
kind  ? — A.  I  do  not  recollect  of  having  been  so  informed.  The  return 
of  the  Ganison  margin  is  the  only  one  that  has  impressed  itself  vi\m\ 
me. 

Q.  What  measures  were  taken  after  you  had  stopped  the  sales  to 
Remington,  as  a  French  agent,  to  caution  the  agents  of  the  Ordnance 
Bureau  as  to  selling  arms  to  agents  of  belligerent  parties? — A.  The  steps 
I  took  were  these :  I  instructed  General  Dyer  on  the  13th  of  Octol»er 
to  sell  no  more  arms  to  the  Remingtons,  and  frequently  afterw^ard,  ag-din 
and  again,  spoke  to  him  on  the  subject,  aud  directed  him  to  see  that 
no  more  arms  were  sold  to  Remington. 

Q.  Did  you  give  those  instructions  in  writing! — A.  Xo,  sir;  they 
were  verbal  instructions,  which,  I  believe,  he  admits.  There  is  uo  denial 
of  them. 

Q.  Did  you  instruct  him  to  send  written  instructions  to  his  agents  at 
the  different  places  ? — A.  Not  in  so  many  words,  but  I  directed  him  ii> 


SALE  OF  ARMS  BY  ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT.       717 

Chief  of  Ordnance,  in  charge  of  that  Department,  to  see  that  no  more 
arms  were  sold  to  Remington.  The  orders  that  I  gave  him  were  such 
as  would  induce  him  to  use  his  i>ower  in  that  direction. 

Q.  Did  you  instruct  him  so  to  do,  that  if  Remington  should  employ 
straw-men,  no  arms  should  be  sold  to  them  f — A.  I  did  not,  but  I  told 
him  that  he  must  not  sell  to  Remington,  or  any  other  persons  for  Rem- 
ington, if  any  such  applied  to  his  knowledge.  " 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  any  instructions  were  issued  by  the  War 
Department  or  by  the  Ordnance  Bureau  to  the  subordinate  agents  of 
the  Ordnance  Bureau  to  be  careful  in  that  respect! — A.  I  issued  none  ; 
it  was  not  my  place  to  do  so.  I  only  issued  them  to  General  Dyer.  I 
do  not  know  that  any  orders  were  issued  beyond  General  Dyer's  state- 
ment to  me  that  he  had  so  directed  that  no  more  arms  should  be  sold  to 
Remington. 

Q.  Did  you  have  an  interview  with  Mr.  Squire  in  the  month  of  Octo- 
ber f — A.  I  stated  in  my  testimony  before  that  I  had  no  recollection  of 
having  seen  Mr.  Squire,  and  I  had  none ;  but  one  evening,  after  my  tes- 
timony here,  I  met  two  gentlemen,  one  of  whom  I  knew,  but  do  not  re- 
member now.  As  I  was  entering  the  Arlington  Hotel  thej^  were  coming 
out.  This  gentleman  spoke  to  me;  I  knew  him,  and  he  remarked, 
*^  Don't  you  know  this  gentleman,''  (pointing  to  his  companion.)  I  did 
not  know  him,  and  he  said,  "This  is  Mr.  Squire."  1  told  him  1  had  no 
recollection  of  having  seen  him  before,  but  had  been  told  in  niy  oflice 
that  he  had  been  there  once  for  a  few  moments.  He  said,  "  Yes,  he 
had  been  there ;"  but  I  did  not  know  him,  and  had  no  recollection  of 
him  whatever.    I  have  seen  him  once  since. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  now  to  have  had  an  interview  with  him  at  your 
ofiSce  at  that  time! — A.  No  recollection  of  it  whatever,  although  1  am 
satisfied  from  what  x>6rsons  in  my  office  tell  me  that  Mr.  Squire  was 
there  one  day. 

Q.  Had  you  met  Mr.  Kilbourn  Knox? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  It  was  stated  by  Mr.  Squire  that  he  used  Mr.  Knox  to  promote  his 
objects  at  the  War  Department.  Did  you  have  any  interviews  with 
him  in  October,  1870  f — ^A.  Mr.  Knox  called  at  my  office  and  made  some 
proposition  in  reference  to  the  purchase  of  arms.  A  great  many  per- 
sons came  to  me.  Knox  came  among  others.  I  gave  him  no  facilities 
any  more  than  I  would  any  one  else.  I  told  Colonel  Ben^t  and  General 
Dyer — I  think  I  told  them  in  the  presence  of  Colonel  Crispin — that 
various  persons  called  upon  me  for  introductions  to  them  who  wished  to 
purchase  arms;  that,  as  they  came  in  a  gentlemanly  way,  the  least 
I  could  do  would  be  to  introduce  them,  but  I  wanted  no  favoi*s 
shown  them  whatever.  I  mentioned  Knox's  name.  Knox  I  had  known 
for  years. 

Q.  Was  he  an  officer  of  the  Army? — A.  He  was  an  officer  of  the 
Regular  Army,  of  the  Thirteenth  Infantry,  but  is  now  out  of  the  service, 
and  was  out  of  the  service  at  that  time.  I  told  them,  especially  in 
reference  to  Knox,  that  I  wished  no  favors  shown  these  officers,  or 
Knox,  above  any  others.  I  was  in  New  York  that  fairduriug  the  sales 
of  sirms,  and  Knox  sent  a  note  to  me,  wanting  me  to  see  J\lr.  Hartley, 
saying  that  he  was  connected  in  some  way  with  the  house  of  Schuyler, 
Hartley  &  Graham,  and  he  wanted  to  know  when  I  would  be  at  leisure. 
The  substance  of  my  reply  was  that  E  would  not  be  at  leisure  that  day, 
and  if  Mr.  Hartley  wanted  to  see  me  he  could  come  to  see  me.  His 
store  was  down  on  Maiden  Lane. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  11.  K.  Love, 
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formerly  of  Keokuk,  Iowa  ? — A.  Yes,  sir ;  formerly  of  Keokuk,  Io?i. 
now  of  Dubuque,  Iowa. 

Q.  Had  he  anything  to  do  with  the  sale  of  arms! — A.  Mr.  H.K. 
Love  eanie  here  once  or  twice  to  see  me  in  reference  to  the  purehasru: 
arms.  1  gave  a  card  to  him  as  I  had  done  to  those  other  gentlemen, in 
troducing  them  to  General  Dyer,  but  I  saw  General  Dyer  about  it,  awl 
told  him  in  reference  to  him,  as  well  as  others,  that  I  wanted  no  extra- 
ordinary facilities  given.  1  want4i<l  them  treated  precisely  as  othe^ 
were  treated. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  anything  to  do  directly  with  the  siles 
of  arms  ? — A.  1  do  not  believe  he  had.  I  heard  it  rumore«l  that  he  lia»l 
made  some  money  out  of  it.  I  know  nothing  of  any  pui chase  he  nuult* 
either  himself  or  through  other  persons.  1  asked  General  Dyer  alwnt 
it.  Love  was  a  citizen  of  my  own  State,  and  I  had  known  him  a  Km;: 
time.  General  Dyer  said  he  knew  nothing  about  it  whatever;  that  Li>\e 
had  had  an  interview  or  two  with  him,  but  it  amounted  to  nothing. 

Q.  You  say  you  learned  that  he  had  nuide  soaie  money  out  of  the  |mr- 
chase  of  arms.  Did  you  hear  that  as  a  rumor  or  did  you  hear  it  fruui 
himself! — A.  I  did  not  hear  it  from  himself;  it  was  merely  a  iiimor. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  inquiry  into  how  that  was! — A.  1  s|K)ke  to 
General  Dyer,  and  Dyer  said  that  Love  had  made  no  purchase. 

Q.  Did  General  Dyer  say  whether  he  was  in  any  way  conn<?cted  with 
any  of  the  sales  of  arms  f — A.  He  said  he  did  not  think  be  was.  I  was 
particularly  careful  when  persons  who  were  my  acquaintances — ^i)erst»ns 
whom  I  had  known  in  the  Army — came  to  me  in  connection  with  mat- 
ters of  that  sort.  While  I  had  to  treat  them  politely,  as  I  attempt  t<> 
treat  every  one  who  comes  into  my  oiliee,  I  was  careful  over  and  over 
again  to  tell  the  ordnance  officers  that  no  special  favor  must  be  shown 
to  any  person  whom  I  introduced  to  them  ;  they  must  all  stand  ou  iW 
same  footing. 

By  the  Chairman.: 

Q.  Mr.  Secretary,  will  you  turn  to  the  list  of  sales  of  ordnance  storf'> 
and  look  at  the  period  when  there  was  a  sus[)eusion  of  sales  onleml. 
and  state  whether  there  were  not  a  few  Sides  negotiated  during  that 
time;  and,  if  so,  state  the  circumstances  under  which  they  were  made!— 
A.  There  were  some  small  sales  made  during  the  suspension. 

Q.  What  were  the  circumstances  under  which  those  small  sales  were 
made  f — A.  1  hardly  understand  the  question. 

Q.  There  were  some  small  sales,  you  say,  made  during  the  time  of 
suspension.  On  investigation,  did  you  not  find  that  they  had  beeu 
completed  before  the  suspension  had  been  ordered  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  The  contract  for  sale  already  had  been  made  ! — A.  The  contract 
had  been  made  previously. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  The  sales  tnat  were  finally  consummated  while  the  ausi>eii8ipii  ex- 
isted were  sales  that  had  been  completed  before  the  oixler  was  ^ivi*n, 
although  they  were  carried  out  afterward  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Schttrz  : 

Q.  W'ere  the  margins  deposited  before  the  order  was  given? — A.  I  do 
not  know  that  personally,  but  I  presume  they  were. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Were  there  any  sales  negotiated  for  arras  or  ordnance  stores  at  any 
other  place  than  at  the  Ordnance  Bureau  and  by  Colonel  Crispin! — A. 
Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  My  personal  knowledge  only  extends  to  the 
Oixlnance  Bureau.  General  Dyer  was  the  officer  immediately  under  me, 
and  I  did  not  go  beyond  that. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  Colonel  Crispin  was  present  when  you  gave 
your  instructions  to  General  Dyer,  directing  him  to  sell  neither  to  the 
Keniingtons  nor  any  agent  of  theirs! — A.  I  do  not  remember.  I  told 
Dyer  about  that  several  times. 


Washington,  A^ml  11  j  1872. 
C.  J.  McGowAN  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  State  what  you  know  of  an  overpayment  to  the  Eeming- 
tons ! — Answer.  It  was  stated  in  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Squire  that  he 
was  overpaid.  1  think  he  is  in  error.  There  was  no  money  i)aid  back  to 
him  if  I  remember  correctly.  There  was  money  overpaid  by  Austin 
Baldwin  &  Co.  on  their  purchase  of  arms  nearly  to  the  amount  whicih  Mr. 
Squire  stated.  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  requested  us  to  pay  that  difference 
to  Mr.  Squire. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Squire  negotiate  that  matter  with  the  Ordnance  Bureau ! — 
A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  did  it  themselves! — A.  Austin  Baldwin  & 
Co.  did  not  negotiate  about  it.  They  only  stated  that  the  difference 
which  was  due  them  on  their  purchase  should  be  paid  to  Colonel  Squire. 
I  knew  the  difference  at  the  time. 

Q.  Was  that  for  batteries! — A.  Batteriesand  itrms — all  their  purchases. 
It  amounted  to  $19,400. 

Q.  It  was  an  overpayment  on  account  of  batteries  ! — A.  Yes,  sir.  The 
amnuinitiou  with  tbose  batteries  was  paid  for  in  full,  and  the  deliveries 
were  short. 

Q.  Can  you  give  us  any  information  about  a  contract  having  been 
made  for  a  certiiin  number  of  batteries  which  afterward  was  reduced 
and  part  of  the  margin  returned! — A.  Ko,  sir.  There  was  no  margin 
returned.  I  think  it  is  in  evidence  that  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.  bid  for 
a  certain  number,  and  next  day  reduced  the  bid  and  put  up  the  margin 
for  the  reduced  number.    There  wiis  no  margin  returned  to  them. 

Q.  What  was  the  money  which  was  returned  ! — A.  The  Ordnance 
Department  furnished  us  with  a  list  of  ammunition  and  the  jioints  it 
was  to  be  drawn  from,  and  when  requisitions  were  made  for  the  different 
quantities  of  ammunition  the  purchaser  was  required  to  pay  for  the 
whole  amount — 600  rounds  per  gun.     When  it  all  arrived   and  was 

delivered,  it  was  short.    Consequently  that  money  was  feturued. 

. 

By  the  Chairman; 

Q.  All  of  it  formed  part  of  the  purchase-money  ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
Q.  But  they  took  a  less  number  than  they  agreed  to  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
In  all  cases  the  cartridges  ran  short  ol*  the  number. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  Are  the  different  officers  who  have  been  examined  here — Mr. 
Hall,  &c. — all  in  the  same  building  in  Xew  York! — A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Washington,  April  18,  ISTL 

The  Chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  letter  from  General  W.B, 
Franklin,  transmitting  the  correspondence  in  relation  to  the  excbaa«f 
of  nine  Gatling  gnns  bj  the  Colt's  Patent  Fire-Arms  Manufactnriai: 
Company  and  the  United  States  Government. 

[The  correspondence  is  annexed  to  the  testimony,  marked  ** Exhibit 
No.  28."] 

BxiHiBiT  No.  28. 

Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
Hartford,  Connecticut^,  April  17, 1872. 

Sir  :  I  transmit  with  this  copies  of  the  correspondence  on  file  in  this 
office  in  relation  to  the  exchange  of  nine  Gatling  gans  by  this  (*oni- 
pany  and  the  United  States  Government,  referred  te  in  the  evidenit 
given  by  me  on  the  4th  instant,  and  asked  for  by  the  committee. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-Fresident^  Oeneral  Agent. 
Hon.  Hi  Hamlin, 

Chairman  Committee  on  Sale  of  Arms,  drc. 


The  Arlington, 
Washingtonj  D.  C,  December  15, 1870. 

Gentlemen  :  We  to-day  proposed  to  the  Ordnance  Department  for 
War  that  in  case  the  Department  sold  any  part  of  the  old  Gatling  gnus, 
(there  now  being  a  demand  for  the  same  in  New  York,)  we  would  furnish 
in  place  of  the  small  ones  onr  new  lObarrel  improved  gun  for  the  same 
]»rice  the  Department  paid  for  the  old  ones,  to- wit,  $1,350;  and  in  place  of 
the  old  1  inch  ones  we  will  furnish  our  new6-barrel  1-inch,  or  our  lO-biurel 
.05  to  .75,  guns  at  the  same  price  the  Department  paid  for  the  old  ones, 
to  wit,  $1,800. 

We  will  further  say,  if  it  shall  be  necessary  to  make  any  changes  in 
the  old  guns  to  sell  them,  we  will  allow  so  much  as  may  be  necessary, 
not  exceeding,  however,  $100,  toward  fitting  each  of  the  old  guns  for 
market,  although  we  did  not  so  state  to  Colonel  Ben^t,  to  whom  we 
made  the  proposition.  General  Dyer  is  now  in  New  York,  and  will  lie 
for  a  week,  selling  arms,  as  we  understand.  Would  it  not  be  well  for 
General  Franklin  to  see  General  Dyer,  and,  if  the  De])artraent  is  dis- 
posed to  sell  the  old  ones,  put  him  in  communication  with  a  purchaser? 

We  understand  about  50  of  the  old  guns  are  at  the  Watervliet  Ai^- 
nal,  and  could  by  readily  had. 

Colonel  Ben6t  forwarded  our  proposition  to  General  Dyer  to-day. 
Yours,  truly, 

GATIJNG  GUN  CO., 
Per  F.  BAND,  VicePreifident, 

P.  S. — The  writer  of  this  leaves  for  Indianapolis  to-morrow  night 
leaving  Dr.  Gatling  to  make  trials  before  Naval  Committee. 

Colt's  Patent  Fire-Arms  Manufacturino  Co., 

Hartford,  Connecticut. 


Washington,  D.  C,  December  21,  ISTO. 

My  Dear  General  :  The  trials  of  the  gun  here  went  off'  very  wvU. 
and  all  who  witnessed  the  same  were  highly  i)leased  with  the  firing. 
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Nearly  all  the  members  of  the  Naval  Committee,  and  Mr.  D«awe8  and 
others  of  the  Committee  of  Appropriations,  were  present.  Generals 
Butler,  Banks,  and  a  number  of  Senators,  and  also  Commodore  Case, 
also  witnessed  the  trials. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  was  out  of  the  city,  and  did  not  see  the 
trials,  but  everything  now  looks  well  for  our  getting  an  order  from  the 
Navy. 

General  Dyer  is  now  in  New  York,  but  I  learn  from  Colonel  Ben6t 
that  the  chances  are  good  for  the  War  Department  agreeing  to  dispose 
of  or  changing  the  old  Gatling  guns  (heretofore  purchased  by  the  Gov- 
ernment) for  new  and  improved  10  barrel  small  Gatliug  guns  and  6-barrel 
lincli-caliber  guns.  There  is  now  in  existence  a  law  of  Congress  which 
requires  the  moneys  realized  for  sale  of  all  arms  to  be  paid  into  the 
lYeasury;  so,  if  the  old  Catlings  are  sold,  General  Dyer  could  not  rein- 
vest the  money  realized  from  same  in  new  guns  without  a  special  appro- 
priation of  Congress ;  but  Colonel  B.  says  he  thinks  General  D.  will 
consent  to  exchange  the  old  Catlings  (if  a  party  can  be  formed  to  pur- 
chase the  same)  and  have  your  company  furnish  an  equal  number  of 
new  and  improved  guns  in  their  stead. 

This  exchange  would  result  in  great  benefit  to  the  United  States 
Government,  as  the  improved  guns  are  far  more  valuable  than  the  old 
guns. 

If  this  exchange  can  be  made,  the  Gatling  Gun  Company  will  pay 
whatever  it  will  cost  to  fit  up  the  old  guns,  provided  it  does  not  exceed 
$100  per  gun,  and  will,  as  stated,  agree  to  furnish  new  guns  in  their 
stead,  provided  the  old  guns  can  be  sold  at  the  same  price  charged  and 
paid  by  the  United  States  for  said  old  guns.  It  seems  to  me  you  might 
aid  ns  in  getting  this  arrangement  carried  out  by  seeing  General  Dyer, 
who  is  now  in  New  York. 

I  leave  for  Indianapolis  to-morrow,  and  hope  to  be  able  to  return  to 
Hartford  by  the  5th  of  January. 

I  write  this  in  haste.  Mr.  Kinnie  leaves  for  Hartford  by  this  evening 
train. 

Yours,  truly, 

E.  J.  GATLING. 


Office  op  Gatling  Gun  Company, 
IndianapoliSj  Indiana^  U.  8.  A.j  December  27, 1870. 

Gentlemen  :  We  have  assurances  from  the  Ordnance  Department 
that  we  can  get  about  fifty,  mostly  l-inch  caliber^  of  the  guns  sold  the 
War  Department,  by  replacing  them  in  a  few,  say  six  or  eight,  months 
with  our  new  improved  gun,  and  we  are  anxious  to  do  so,  provided  these 
old  ones  can  be  sold,  as  we  suppose  they  can,  to  the  same  parties  yon 
sold  the  eighteen  guns  for  the  French. 

We  suppose  the  old  guns  will  need  new  extractors,  and  perhaps  some 
other  changes  that  might  be  made  at  small  cost  and  in  a  short  time.  If 
we  can  make  any  arrangement  with  you  by  which  an  exchange  and  sale 
of  the  old  guns  can  be  had  at  regular  price,  we  should  like  to  do  so. 
Please  give  us  your  views  on  this  subject,  and,  if  necessary,  the  writer 
will  meet  General  Franklin  in  New  York  or  Hartford. 
Yours,  truly, 

GATLING  GUN  COMPANY, 
PerF.  RAND,  Vice  Fresident 

Colt's  Patent  Fibe-Aems  Manufacturing  Company, 

Eartfordj  Connecticut. 
46s  A 


"^ 
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Washington,  D.  C,  December  30, 1816. 

General:  The  Colt-s  Arms  Mannfacturing  Goinpan3'  will  agn»to 
receive  from  tbe  United  States  nine  .60-caliber  six-barrel  Cratliog  pni^ 
with  carriages,  and  return  the  same  number  of  guns  and  carriages  in  iai 
months  from  the  date  of  the  receipt  from  the  United  States  of  theguBK 
&c.,  the  guns  to  be  returned  to  be  fitted  with  improved  extractors  aad 
traversing  motion,  if  required.  It  is  understood  that  the  carriages  art 
to  be  made  by  the  Ordnance  Department  at  the  expense  of  Colt's  Arm> 
Company. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-President^  General  Agent  ColVs  Arms  Company, 

Major  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnaneej  Washington^  D.  C. 


Office  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
39,247.]  Hartfordj  Connecticut^  January  23,  1871. 

General  :  Your  letter  of  the  21st  instant  has  been  received.  Wf 
only  needed  the  nine  guns  and  limber-chests,  because  these  require 
alteration.  The  remaining  parts  of  the  carriages  were  to  be  held  snK 
ject  to  order  at  Watervliot. 

When  the  guns  are  altered  they  (the  carriages)  will  be  sent  us  from 
New  York. 

Certain  castings  required  for  the  new  carriages,  on  account  of  au  au 
tomatic  traversing  apparatus,  we  will  send  you.  The  limber- cbe>: 
ought  also  to  be  larger,  so  that  you  can  hardly  go  to  work  on  the  car 
riages,  except  the  mere  running  parts,  until  we  can  give  you  more  rf^^/u 
which  will  not  be  for  some  time. 
Respectfully,  yours, 

W.  B.  FKANKLIN, 
Vice-Presidenty  General  Agent  ColVs  Arms  Company. 

General  P.  V.  Hagner, 

Ordnance  Captain^  Watervliet  Arsenal, 


[Officie  of  Colt's  Patent  Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
llartfordj  Connecticut^  February  2,  IfeTJ. 

Gentlemen:  The  nine  Gatling  guns  will  be  sent  from  here  on  Sat 
urday  morning,  and  they  will  be  delivered  on  Monday,  in  accordiiiici' 
with  instructions  contained  in  your  telegram  received  this  moruing. 

They  are  all  ready  to  go,  but  we  suppose  yon  prefer  to  have  tL«  :.■ 
delivered  to  the  ship  on  Monday. 
Yours,  truly, 

HUGH  HAKfiISO^^ 

Treasurer. 

Messrs'.  E.  Remington  &  Sons, 

2  Broadway y  New  York. 
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Offick  of  Colt's  Patent  Fire- Arms 

Manufacturing  Company, 
Hartfordj  ConnecticiU^  February  9, 1871. 

Gentlemen  :  Your  valued  favor  of  the  8th  instant  came  dnly  to  hand 
this  a.  m.,  inclosing  ch6ck,  as  stated,  for  $1,0715  16,  in  payment  of 
altering  nine  Catling  guns,  as  per  bill  sent. 
With  thanks  for  your  kind  attention,  I  remain  vours,  respectfully, 

HUGH  HARBISON, 

Treasurer. 
Messrs.  E.  Eemington  &  Sons, 

2  Broadway,  Nexc  YorJc. 


January  20, 1871. 

Messrs.  E.  Eemington  &  Sons. 

1)  .50-caliber  six-barreled  Catling  batttery  guns  and  ap- 
pendages, at  $1,350 $12, 150  00 

9  .50 -caliber  carriages  and  limbers  complete,  at  $250 2, 250  00 

Carriages  and  limbers,  packing-boxes,  at  20  per  cartge. . .  180  00 

1)  packing-boxes,  lined  with  tin,  for  guns,  at  $11 99  ^00 

For  freight  from  Watervliet  arsenal  to  Hartford 29  [06 

For  cartage  in  Hartford 4  50 

Alteration  of  9  guns  as  follows : 

Altering  locks,  each  gun $13  20 

xVltering  ejector,  each  gun 4  40 

Altering  hopper-latch,  each  gun 3  30 

Altering  trays,  each  gun 5  00 

Cranks,  receiver,  hopper,  taking  down  and  re- 
assembling.      12  00 

30  feed  cases,  at  $1  55 40  50 

84  40  759  60 

15,472  16 


Washington,  April  IS,  1872. 

The  Chairman  also  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  communi- 
cation from  the  Secretary  of  War: 

Wak  Department,  April  17, 1872. 

tSiR :  As  requested  by  Senator  Schurz,  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit 
the  following  statement  of  expenditures  of  the  War  Department  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  Juno  30, 1871,  from  which  the  statement  was 
taken,  which  appears  in  my  last  annual  report,  that  the  expenditures 
of  this  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  referred  to  were  about  $40,00u,000. 

For  rivers  and  harbors $3, 945, 900  00 

For  fortifications 1?  311, 500  00 

For  additional  appropriation  for  fort  on  site  of  Fort 

Tompkins 238, 000  41 

For  improvement  of  the  falls  of  the  Ohio  River  and 
Louisville  Canal,  and  for  the  Des  Moines  Bapids  im- 
provement         541, 000  00 
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For  Army  Jippropriation,  military  establishment  proper. $29, 321, 3ti;  tl 

For  armories  and  arsenals 1, 212,912  V. 

For  Military  Academy 314,809  :* 

For  arming:  and  equipping  militia 20(1,  (KW  iw 

For  bronze  statue  of  Geueral  Scott 2U,  UUO  \n» 

For  payment  of  private  bills  to  parties,  under  acts  of 

Congress  for  their  relief. .    97, 688  IJ 

For  deficiencies  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1871* .  3, 419, 016  ^i 


40, 622, 254  (it; 


All  of  the  above  amounts  were  appropriated  by  Congress. 
1  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

WM.  W.  BELKNAP, 

Secretary  of  War. 
To  Hon.  H.  Haivilin, 

Chairman  Investigating  Committee  on  Sales  of  Arms,  U.  &  Senate. 


Washington,  April  17, 1872. 

The  Chairman  also  presented  the  following  commuDication  from  the 
Secretary  of  War : 

War  Department, 
Wa>shington  City^  April  17, 1872. 

Dear  Sir:  I  send  you  herewith,  for  use  before  the  Committee  on 
Sales  of  Arms,  copies  of  certain  opinions  of  the  Judge  Advocate  Gea- 
eral,  bearing  upon  the  subject  of  the  construction  of  the  laws  in  reganl 
to  the  sale  of  arms. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

WM.  W.  BELKITAP, 

Secretary  of  War. 
Hon.  H.  Hamlin, 

Chairman^  dko.j  dkc. 

(The  opinion  is  annexed  to  the  testimony,  marked  Exhibit  No.  29.) 


Exhibit  ITo.  29. 

Washington,  October  5, 1869. 

Liberia,  Kepublic  of,  J.  J.  Roberts,  Minister,  &c.  On  behalf  of  bL< 
government,  desires  to  purchase  from  the  United  States  certain  ann> 
and  munitions  of  war,  on  three  years'  credit,  to  be  paid  in  current  fund* 
of  the  United  States,  at  six  per  cent,  interest. 

First  indorsement. 

To  the  Judge  Advocate  Oeneral: 

Has  the  President  a  right  to  sell  arms,  &c.,  on  a  credit! 

W.  T.  SHERMAN, 

Secretary  of  War. 

[No  date.] 


*  See  act  of  March  3, 1871,  Statutes  at  Large,  vol.  16,  page  019. 
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Second  indorsement. 

War  DEPART>rENT, 
Bureau  op  Military  Justice, 

Wasliingtonj  October  9,  18G9. 

Respectfully  returned. 

It  is  understood  that  the  sales  proposed  to  be  made  will  take  place 
under  the  authority  of  the  joint  resolution  approved  July  20,  LStiS.  By 
this  resolution  the  Secretary  of  War  "  is  aut  horized  and  directed  to  cause 
to  be  sold,  after  offer  at  public  sale,  on  thirty  days'  notice,  in  such  man- 
ner, and  at  such  times  and  places,  at  public  or  private  sale,  as  he  may 
deem  most  advantageous  to  the  public  interest,  the  old  cannon,  arms, 
and  other  ordnance  stores  now  in  possession  of  the  War  Department, 
which  aie  damaged,  or  are  o  herwise  unsuitiible  for  the  United  States 
military  service,  or  for  the  militia  of  the  United  States,''  &c.  Under  the 
large  discretion  conferred  by  the  language  of  this  resolution  no  doubt 
is  entertained  but  that  the  Secretary  of  War  may  legally  order  these 
sales  to  be  made  on  credit,  provided  he  deems  sales  thus  made  to  be 
>'most  advantageous  to  the  public  interests." 

J.  HOLT, 
Judge  Advocate  General. 

Third  indorsement. 

Respectfully  returned  to  the  Judge  Advocate  General  for  an  opinion 
whether,  apart  from  the  joint  resolution  of  July  20,  18G8,  which  relates 
exclusively  to  ordnance  stores,  the  Executive  is  empowered  to  sell  mu- 
nitions of  war,  generally,  to  the  republic  of  Liberia,  on  credit ;  provided 
that  the  same  be  not  required  for  home  service,  and  that  it  is  deemed 
advantageous  to  so  dispose  of  them. 
By  order  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

OSCAR  A.  MACK, 
Brevet  Colonel^  United  States  Army. 

War  Department,  October  12, 1869. 

Fourth  indorsement. 

War  Department, 

Bureau  of  Military  Justice, 

WashingtoUy  October  12,  1869. 

Respectfully  returned. 

Under  the  act  of  March  3, 1825,  which  is  regarded  as  still  in  force, 
the  sales  referred  to  may  be  ordered  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  That  act  is  in  the  following  words :  "  That  the  President  of 
the  United  States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  cause  to  be  sold 
any  ordnance,  arms,  ammunition,  or  other  military  stores,  or  subsist- 
ence or  medical  supplies,  which,  upon  proper  inspection  or  survey,  shall 
appear  to  be  damaged  or  otherwise  unsuitable  for  the  public  service, 
whenever,  in  his  opinion,  the  sale  of  such  unserviceable  stores  will  be 
advantageous  to  the  public  service. 

"  Sec.  2.  That  the  inspeetion  or  survey  of  the  unserviceable  stores 
shall  be  made  by  au  inspector  general  or  such  other  otiicer  or  officers 
as  the  Secretary  of  War  may  appoint  for  that  purpose;  and  the  sales 
shall  be  made  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  War.'' 


726  SALE   OF   ARMS   BY   ORDNANCE   DEPARTMENT. 

It  will  bo  observed  that  the  ordnance,  arms,  ammunition,  or  other  mili- 
tary stores,  or  subsistence  or  medical  supplies,  authorized  to  be  sold  by 
this  act,  must  first  have  been  inspected  as  provided  for,  and  declared  to 
be  either  "damaged"  or  "otherwise  unfit  tor  the  public  service,'' which 
having  been  done,  the  power  of  the  President  to  dispose  of  them  is  coq 
plete,  provided  in  his  opinion  such  sale  will  be  advantageous  to  the 
public  service.'' 

As  to  the  terms  of  the  sale,  the^'  are  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of 
War.  The  provision  of  the  statute  being  explicit,  that  "  the  sale  shall 
be  made  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  i)rescribed  by  die 
Secretary  of  War."  Under  this  comprehensive  authority,  if  he  believe* 
the  public  interests  will  be  thereby  subserved,  he  certainly  may  pre- 
scribe that  the  sales  shall  be  made  on  credit. 

J.  HOLT, 
Jttdge  Advocate  Gemerni, 


Washington,  April  18, 1872. 

James  H.  Saville  sworn  and  examined. 

By  the  Chairman: 

Q.  What  is  your  position  at  the  Treasury  Department! — A.  1  am 
chief  clerk  of  that  Department. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  the  act  of  July  12,  1870,  which  provides  for  the 
manner  of  covering  all  unexpended  balances  into  the  Treasury  at  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year? — A.  I  do,  sir. 

Q.  For  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1871,  were  any  of  the  moneys 
paid  into  the  Treasury,  under  that  act,  used  by  the  Department  withoat 
a  re-appropriation  f — A.  The  act  was  ))assed  on  the  12th  of  July,  1S70. 
The  fiscal  year  began  on  the  1st  of  July.  There  were  twelve  days  fix)m 
the  commencement  of  the  fiscal  year  to  the  date  of  the  passage  of  the 
act,  during  which  we  had  no  law  of  the  kind.  It  was  impossible  to 
carry  into  effect  the  law  immediately  after  its  passage,  because  it 
worked  such  radical  changes  in  our  system  of  business.  We  did  the 
best  we  could  to  caiTy  it  into  effect  as  soon  as  we  could  get  it  to  the 
various  officers  of  the  Government. 

By  Mr,  SCHURZ: 

Q.  Was  it  to  go  into  effect  immediately? — A.  All  acts,  unless  tbev 
otherwise  specifically  state,  go  into  effect  at  once.  1  believe  then- 
was  no  special  time  for  this  to  go  into  effect.  It  was  practically  nail 
until  the  commencement  of  the  next  fiscal  year,  in  consequence  of  it> 
not  passing  prior  to  the  1st  of  July.  Our  operations  could  not  be  sua- 
pended.  We  did  not  anticipate  the  law.  The  original  act,  as  it  wa^ 
presented  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  by  the  Treasury  Depart 
ment,  I  had  the  honor  to  write. 

Q.  What  original  act  ?  Do  you  mean  the  original  draught  f — A. 
The  original  draught  of  the  5th,  Gth,  and  7th  sections  of  the  aft 
of  July  12,  1870.  The  Gth  and  7th  sections,  if  you  examine  them, 
you  will  find  do  not  bear  any  natural  relation  to  the  5th  sec 
tion.  That  was  written  by  somebody  in  the  Senate,  and  mord 
as  an  amendment  when  the  bill  came  up  for  consideration.  The  fifil: 
section  was  an  amendment  occasioned  by  the  desire,  as  I  understood  i\ 
at  the  time,  on  the  part  of  Congress  to  get  into  the  Treasury  all  tbt 
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money  appropriated  daring  the  war  to  carry  on  the  enormous  operations 
of  the  Departments  for  that  period.  The  difficulty  attending  anything 
of  the  kind  grows  oat  of  the  fact  that  very  few  persons  understand 
what  the  meaning  of  "covering  in,"  of  an  "appropriation/'  and  a 
'^deposit/'  &c.,  is,  as  technically  and  practically  used  in  the  Depart- 
ment. 

Q.  Let  us  have  that  meaning,  so  that  we  may  be  quite  clear  about  it. 
What  is  "covering  into  the  Treasury? '' — A.  You  had  better  begin  at 
the  beginning.  An  appropriation  is  made  by  Congress  of  a  certain  sum 
of  moneys  for  expenditures  for  certain  specified  purposes.  That  is  car- 
ried on  to  the  books  of  the  Treasury  by  an  appropriation-warrant ;  it^is 
then  subject  to  the  requisition  of  the  executive  officers  having  control 
of  the  disbursement  or  application  of  it  by  law.  This  money  is  ad- 
vanced, on  the  requisitions  of  the  several  cabinet  officers,  or  heads  of 
Departments,  to  disbursing  officers,  who  expend  it  for  proper  purposes, 
and  it  frequently  occurs  that  a  large  amount  is  advanced  to  a  disburs- 
ing officer,  say  $100,000,  and  in  the  disbursements  he  expends  $75,000. 
He  then  has  $25,000  on  hand. 

Q.  An  unexpended  balance? — A.  An  unexpended  balance,  which  be- 
longs to  the  appropriation.  That  money  is  deposited  always  in  the 
Treasury  to  his  personal  credit.  He  cannot  hold  it  anywhere  else.  But 
when  he  is  through  disbursing,  he  changes  that  deposit  from  a  deposit 
to  his  own  i>ersonal  credit  to  a  deposit  to  the  credit  ot  the  Treasurer  of 
the  United  States,  and  takes  for  it  a  certificate  of  deposit  in  duplicate, 
the  duplicate  of  which  he  retains  and  the  original  he  sends  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury.  On  that  original  certificate  is  issued  what  is 
known  as  a  covering-warrant,  which  carries  the  amount,  $25,000,  as  in 
the  case  supposed,  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation  as  a  repayment  of 
moneys  heretofore  advanced.    That  is  one  method  of  covering  in. 

Then  there  is  another  one,  covering  the  proceeds  of  salew  j  and  that 
is  the  one  out  of  which  most  of  the  misunderstanding  grows.  The  first 
section  of  the  act  of  1849,  9  Statute  at  Large — I  have  forgotten  the 
precise  page — requires  that  all  public  money  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  paid  into  the  Treasury  without  any  abatement  or  charge  of  any  kind 
whatever. 

Q.  All  i)ublic  moneys  received  from  sales? — A.  Public  moneys  of  any 
kind  whatever — ^revenue,  sales,  or  any  other.  That  act  was  in  force  for 
one  year  when  the  act  of  1850  was  passed,  at  the  request  of  the  War 
and  Navy  Departments,  which  excepted  from  the  operations  of  the  act 
of  1849  all  proceeds  of  sales  of  Army  stores.  That  will  also  be  found  in 
the  ninth  volume  of  the  Statutes. 

Q.  According  to  the  act  of  1850  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  Army 
and  Navy  stores  were  to  remain  at  the  disposal  of  the  War  and  Navy 
pepartmentsf — A.  The  act  of  March  3, 1849,  (9  Statutes  at  Large,  page 
'^^^^i)  provided  that  all  moneys  should  be  paid  into  the  Treasury  with- 
out abatement.  It  was  found  that  this  was  working  a  great  di*al  of 
trouble,  and  on  the  28th  of  September,  1850,  an  act  was  passed,  the 
third  section  of  which  (to  be  found  on  page  507  of  the  ninth  volume  of 
the  Statutes)  excepts  military  stores  mainly.  I  am  not  positive  as  to 
the  exception  of  Navy  stores ;  but  the  Navy  moneys  were  allowed  to 
revert  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation  by  the  act  of  March  3,  1847, 
which  has  been  verbally,  though  never  in  writing,  construed  by  the 
Comptroller  not  to  have  been  repealed  by  the  act  of  1849. 

Q.  Yon  say  you  are  not  sure  whether  it  applied  to  the  sale  of  Navy 
stores! — A.  I  think  that  did  not.  I  am  rather  positive  that  it  did  not ; 
but  the  act  of  March  3, 1847,  did. 
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Mr.  LoaAN  read  to  the  committee  the  third  section  of  the  iict  of  Sep- 
tember 28,  1850,  being  an  act  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  xVrmy  for  the  year  ending  the  30th  of  Jane,  1851." 
as  follows : 

"Sec.  3.  And  be  it  further  etia^tedj  That  the  moneys  which  may  W 
received  by  the  proper  officers  of  the  Army  for  the  sales  of  subsistence, 
military  stores,  and  other  supplies,  be,  and  tliey  are  hereby,  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  act  of  the  third  of  March,  eighteen  hundml 
and  forty-nine,  entitled  'An  act  requiring  all  moneys  received  from  the 
customs  and  all  other,  sources  to  be  paid  into  the  Treasury  without 
abatement  or  reduction.'" 

Q.  (By  Mr.  ScnuRZ.)  Now  what  was  the  act  of  1847  f — A.  The  act  of 
March  3, 1847,  will  be  found  in  the  same  volume,  page  171.  It  provides 
that  the  proceeds  of  certain  naval  stores  shall  go  back  to  the  credit  of 
the  appropriation  from  which  they  were  drawn. 

Mr.  Logan  read  the  clause  refWred  to  in  the  act  of  March  3, 1847. 
entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the 
year  ending  the  30th  of  June,  1848,"  as  follows: 

"  That  from  and  after  the  passage  of  this  act  all  moneys  derived  from 
the  sale  of  all  stores  and  articles  belonging  to  the  Navy  shall  revert  to 
that  appropriation  from  which  such  stores  and  other  articles  were 
originally  purchased ;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  refund  to  the  appropriation  for  *  clothing  for 
the  Navy'  the  proceeds  of  all  sales  of  condemned  Navy  clothing  which 
have  been  paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  subsequent  to 
the  first  day  of  August,  1844,  as  sliall  appear  from  the  accounts  of  the 
Bureau  of  Provisions  and  Clothing  and  the  Fourth  Auditor  of  the 
Treasury ;  and  it  shall  not  be  lawful  hereafter  to  make  transfers  from 
the  clothing  fund,  or  the  head  of  the  appropriation  for  'clothing  for  the 
Navy,'  to  any  other  head  of  appropriation,  except  in  the  adjustment  of 
the  accounts  of  disbursing  officers  at  the  office  of  the  Fourth  Auditor 
of  the  Treasury." 

Q.  (By  Mr.  SoHURZ.)  How  was  that  affected  by  the  act  whicli  you  re- 
ferred to  first  f— A.  The  act  of  March  3, 1849,  which  has  been  held  by  the 
Comptroller,  though  not  in  writing,  not  to  have  repealed  that  act.  When 
this  investigation  began,  1  undertook  to  find  the  decision  of  Mr.  VThittle- 
sey,  which  I  was  positive  I  had  read,  but  I  could  not.  and  I  am  inclined  to 
think  it  was  merely  a  memorandum  decision  that  was  never  put  on  the 
records.  I  recollect  it  perfectly,  because  Mr.  Whittlesey  objected  to  its 
being  published  at  the  time  it  was  given  out.  At  the  commencement 
of  the  war  the  appropriations  made  by  Congress  for  the  support  of  the 
Army 

Q.  If  you  will  permit  me,  I  ask  how  this  provision  was  affected  by 
the  act  of  1841)  I — A.  It  was  held  not  to  have  repealed  this  provision  iu 
that  memorandum  decision.  At  the  commencement  of  the  war  the  ap- 
propriations made  by  Congress  for  the  support  of  the  Army  were  found 
very  inadequate  for  the  purpose.  Congress  not  anticipating  so  larjze 
an  expenditure,  and  that  question  arose  late  in  the  year  1861.  I  think 
the  question  was  considered  at  first  by  Mr.  Chase,  Mr.  Whittlesey,  and 
Mr.  Cutts,  who  was  then  Second  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  and  it 
was  decided  that  the  money  derived  from  the  sales  of  coudemned 
stores  whicli  were  ordered  to  be  sold  should  go  back  to  the  credit  of 
the  appropriation.  It  has  always  been  the  custom  to  return  to  the 
credit  of  appropriations  moneys  obtained  from  the  sales  of  stores  which 
were  bought  from  those  appropriations.    The  Treasury  Department, 
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wbeu  Mr.  Boutwell  became  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  made  a  regula- 
tion provi<ling  that  that  could  not  be  done.  That,  of  course,  affected 
his  own  appropriations  only — that  is,  those  appropriations  which  are 
subject  to  his  executive  control.  It  is  not  possible  for  the  Treasury 
Department  to  know  what  is  done  with  moneys  derived  from  appropri- 
ations subject  to  the  executive  control  of  other  officers  until  after  the 
accounts  are  sent  to  us  for  settlement.  Then  we  make  our  rulings  on 
thos^e,  and  examine  and  settle  the  accounts. 

When  Mr.  Boutwell  became  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  he  saw  the 
bad  effect  of  allowing  large  amounts  of  property  to  be  sold  and  carritd 
to  the  credit  of  the  appropriations,  and  he  directed  me  to  prepare  a  bill 
to  be  presented  to  Congress,  which  I  did,  I  think,  the  session  following 
Mr.  Boutwell's  coming  into  the  Treasury.  I  prepared  a  bill  and  submit- 
ted it  to  the  House,  and  I  explained  it  t-o  the  House  committee  very 
elaborately.  The  explanation  I  also  wrote,  in  the  shape  of  a  letter, 
and  presented  to  the  Committee  on  Ai>propriations.  The  committee 
considered  it  very  favorably  and  reported  it  to  the  House,  but  it  was 
not  acted  upon  until  the  first  session  of  the  present  Congress,  which 
was  the  short  session  following  the  4th  of  March  of  last  year,  and  it 
wa«  then  parsed  by  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  unanimonsl3^  I  have 
a  copy  of  the  bill  in  my  pocket,  and  I  will  read  from  it  one  i)rovisiou^ 
which,  if  it  had  been  passed  when  first  presented  to  Congress,  might 
have  prevented  all  this  inquiry. 

"  Sec.  18,  That  all  proceeds  of  sales  of  old  material,  condemned 
stores,  supplies,  or  other  public  property  of  any  kind,  shall  hereafter  be 
deposited  and  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  miscellaneous  receipts  on 
account  of  *  proceeds  of  Government  property,'  and  shall  not  be  with- 
drawn or  applied  except  in  consequence  of  a  subsequent  appropriation 
made  by  law ;  and  a  detailed  statement  of  all  such  proceeds  of  sales 
shall  be  included  in  the  appendix  to  the  book  of  estimates.  But  this 
section  shall  not  be  held  to  repeal  the  existing  authority  of  law  in  rela- 
tion to  marine  hospitals,  revenue-cutters,  the  clothing  fund  of  the  Navy, 
or  the  sale  of  commissary  stores  to  officers  of  the  Army.  And  it  shall 
be  the  duty  of  the  Register  of  the  Treasury  to  furnish  to  the  proper 
accounting  officers  copies  of  all  warrants  covering  such  proceeds,  where 
the  same  may  be  necessary  in  the  settlement  of  accounts  in  their  re- 
spective offices.'' 

I  wonld  explain  that  when  money  is  covered  into  the  Treasury  it  is 
covered  into  the  Treasury  in  two  ways — to  the  credit  of  the  appropria- 
tion by  an  ordinary  covering  warrant,  or,  as  we  term  it,  a  repay  covering 
warrant;  and  when  it  is  covered  into  the  Treasury  as  a  revenue  it  is 
covered  on  a  warrant  known  as  a ''  revenue  covering  warrant "  or  "miscel- 
laneous revenue  covering  warrant."  When  covered  by  a  revenne  cover- 
ing warrant  it  is  in  the  Treasury  not  subject  to  any  use  except  in  conse- 
qaence  of  specific  appropriations  made  by  law.  When  covered  into  the 
Treasury  by  a  repay  covering  wan-ant  it  is  placed  there  subject  to  the 
requisition  of  the  executive  officer  having  control  of  the  appropriation 
to  which  the  money  is  returned  by  a  repay  warrant. 

Q.  So  that  that  officer  can  draw  it  out  again! — A.  So  that  he  can 
draw  it  out  again.  Under  the  construction  of  the  laws  as  they  now 
stand  on  the  statute-books,  by  the  several  comptrolling  officers  of  the 
Treasury  all  moneys  derived  from  proceeds  of  sales  could  have  been  re- 
used, until  the  fifth  section  of  the  act  of  July  12, 1870,  went  into  opera- 
tion. That  act  limited  the  amount  that  could  be  used  to  the  amount 
af)propriated  for  any  fiscal  year,  with  certain  exceptions,  which  were 
very  broad,  and  which  the  Attorney  General  construed  by  an  opinion,. 
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(which  was  not  accepted  by  the  Treasury  Departmeut,)  as  exoeptiig 
from  the  cfit'ect;  of  the  fifth  section  almost  every  appropriation,  with  tke 
exception  of  some  few,  perhaps  one  handred  and  fifty  or  two  hundred, 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  salaries. 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  Before  yon  pass  from  this  subject  let  us  hear  what  tbe 
construction  is,  as  held  by  the  executive  officers  of  the  Oovernmeat  of 
the  fifth  section  of  the  act  of  July  12,  1870. 

The  Chairman.  To  make  it  intelligible  to  him,  you  had  better  read 
that  section. 

Mr.  SCHURZ.  1  was  going  to  do  so.    It  is  as  follows: 

,"  Sec.  5.  And  he  it  further  enacted^  That  all  balances  of  appropriations 
contained  in  the  annual  appropriation  bills,  and  made  speciflcaliy  for 
the  service  of  any  fiscal  year,  and  remaining  unexpeude^l  at  the  expira- 
tion of  such  fiscal  year,  shall  only  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  ex- 
penses properly  incurred  during  that  year,  or  to  the  fulfillment  of  con- 
tracts properly  made  within  that  year:  and  such  balances  not  needed 
for  the  said  purposes  shall  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund :  Provided^ 
That  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  appropriations  known  as  x>ermaneDt 
or  indefinite  appropriations." 

The  Witness.  The  law  reads:  *'All  balances  of  appropriations  con- 
tained in  the  annual  appropriation  bills,  and  made  specifically  for  the 
service  of  any  fiscal  year.''  There  are  very  few  appropriations,  according 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General,  which  are  made  specifically  for 
the  service  of  any  fiscal  year.  Appropriations  for  public  baildings. 
public  works  of  any  kind,  are  made  for  the  purpose  of  completing  the 
work  as  far  as  the  money  will  go,  and  cannot  properly  be  limited  to 
fiscal  years.  The  working  season  begins  in  the  early  springy  within  two 
months  of  the  commencement  of  the  fiscal  year.  At  its  last  session 
Congress  authorized  us  to  except  the  appropriations  for  public  buildings 
and  public  works  of  various  kinds,  more  particularly  for  rivers  and  har- 
bors, and  those  under  the  direction  of  the  War  Department. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Schurz.)  Suppose  a  building  be  commenced  with  an' ap- 
propriation of  $100,000;  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year,  only  $75,000  havmg 
'been  expended,  would  it  be,  according  to  this  law,  the  duty  of  the  exec- 
utive officer  of  the  proper  department  to  return  the  $25,000,  that  is,  to 
cover  it  into  the  Treasury  ? — A.  There  is  a  misunderstanding  as  to  the 
office  of  the  executive  officer  there.  The  appropriation  would  become 
unavailable,  accordin  g  to  the  decision  of  the  First  Comptroller.  We  cover 
into  the  Treasury,  or  return  it  by  a  surplus-fund  warrant  to  the  Treasury. 
The  executive  officer  having  control  of  the  moneys  has  nothing  to  do  with 
it.  The  money  remains  in  the  Treasury,  always,  until  expended,  either 
to  the  credit  of  the  disbursing  officer  or  to  the  credit  of  the  proper  appro- 
priation. At  the  expiration  of  the  fiscal  year  in  which  the  money  was  to 
be  used,  if  $25,000  of  the  appropriation  remained  unexpended,  by  the 
operation  of  this  fifth  section  as  construed  by  the  First  Comptroller,  it 
would  revert  to  the  general  fund  of  the  Treasury.  It  would  revert  to 
what  is  known  as  the  general  account.  It  would  be  transferred  from  the 
special  appropriation  into  the  general  treasury  by  a  surplus-fund  war- 
rant, which  is  spoken  of  in  the  last  part  of  this  section,  "  and  carried  to 
the  surplus  fund." 

Q.  Would  it  then  be  available! — A.  It  would  not  be  available  nntii 
subsequently  appropriated  by  law,  under  the  decision  of  the  First  Comp- 
troller; but  under  the  decision  of  the  Attorney  General — and  I  am  in- 
formed, although  I  do  not  know  positively,  that  the  other  Executive 
Departments  Imve  been  controlled  by  that  decision  rather  than  by  the 
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decision  of  the  First  Comptroller,  who  has  nothing  to  do  with  their  ac- 
counts, the  Second  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  not  agreeing  with  the 
First  Comptroller  in  his  opinion 

Q.  What  Attorney  General  gave  that  opinion  f — A.  It  was  the  As- 
sistant Attorney  General,  at  that  time  acting  in  Mr.  Ackermnn^s  oi!ice,  I 
think  Mr.  Talbot. 

Q.  When  was  that  opinion  given  f — A.  Ir  was  shortly  after  the  pas- 
sage of  the  act;  I  think  about  the  1st  of  September,  1870.  Further  than 
that,  the  appropriation  acts  of  later  sessions  of  Congress  have  excepted 
certain  appropriations  belonging  to  the  War  Department  from  the  pro- 
visions of  this  fifth  section.  The  result  is  that  1  do  not  think  that  man 
lives  who  can  tell  what  is  affected  by  the  Hfth  section  and  what  is  not. 
Not  only  every  appropriation  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury,  but  every 
dollar  of  money  in  the  Treasury  Department,  has  to  be  separately  con- 
strued either  for  or  against  that  section.  As  originally  written  it  pro- 
vided that  all  appropriations,  without  regard  to  whether  they 
were  indefinite  or  specific,  or  any  other  class  of  appropriations, 
should  be  subject  to  requisition  in  the  settlement  of  proper  accounts 
for  two  years ;  that,  after  two  years  had  expired,  the  unexpended 
balances  of  appropriations  which  were  not  continuous  should  be 
carried  into  the  general  account  of  the  Treasury  by  a  proper  surplus- 
fund  appropriation- warrant.  That  was  stricken  out,  and  this  wa  s  put 
in  its  place,  which  opens  a  very  wide  door  for  construction  by  the  pro- 
viso '^  That  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  appropriations  known  as  per- 
manent and  indefinite  appropriations."  What  is  the  meaning  of  a  per- 
manent appropriation  is  a  question  of  very  considerable  importance. 

Q.  A  permanent  appropriation  would  be,  for  instaiice,  a  stand- 
ing appropriation  for  the  manufacture  of  arms  ! — A.  That  would  be 
a  permanent  appropriation.  The  Treasury  Department's  conistruc- 
tion  of  the  terms  ^'permanent  and  indefinite  appropriations"  is  in 
conformity  with  our  practice.  We  know  positively  that  this  law 
was  written  having  that  practice  in  view.  A  permanent  appropriation 
means  an  appropriation  made  by  some  previous  act  of  Congress,  and 
continued  from  year  to  year  without  re  appropriation,  a«,  for  instance, 
the  permanent  appropriation  for  the  collecting  of  revenue  from  customs, 
an  appropriation  which  authorizes  us  to  use  a  certain  amount  of  money 
each  half  year,  and  then  all  the  moneys  received  from  fines,  penalties, 
forfeitures,  and  labor,  drayage,  storage,  and  other  sources  of  fees  and 
emoluments.  Then  the  act  of  1808  authorizes  us  to  appropriate  each 
year  $200,000  for  the  manufacture  and  purchase  of  arms  for  arming 
and  equipping  the  militia.  Then  there  is  an  appropriation  of  $10,000, 
by  act  of  1836,  for  the  purpose  of  civilizing  the  Indians.  There  are 
others — there  are  two  others — one  an  appropriation  of  $600,000,  I 
think  it  is,  or  $700,000,  to  pay  the  Post-Ofiice  Department  for 
carrying  free  mail-matter.  You  will  find  a  complete  statement 
of  all  those  permanent,  indefinite,  specific,  and  other  appropriations 
in  the  book  of  estimates  of  each  year,  since  1  took  charge  of 
the  making  of  that  book.  Prior  to  that  time  you  do  not  find  it  there. 
It  was  made  with  a  great  deal  of  labor,  and  extracted  from  all  the  sta- 
tutes. The  operations  of  this  fifth  section  have  been  very  injurious  to 
the  public  service,  and  I  might  illustrate,  if  not  out  of  place,  how  very 
harmful  it  has  been  by  a  fact  which  has  come  to  my  knowledge  recently, 
and  which  is  necessarily  and  naturally  so.  A  branch  of  one  of  the  Execu- 
tive Departments  having  moneys  to  its  credit  which  it  cannot  expend  in 
its  current  business  during  the  fiscal  year  for  which  it  is  made,  will 
make  a  contract  at  the  close  Of  the  fiscal  year  so  as  to  save  its  appro- 
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priations,  because  tins  section  specifically  excepts  appropriations  m^ 
for  the  fulfillment  of  contracts  properly  made  within  the  year. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  July  12, 1870,  was  there  any 
limitation  of  time  within  which  an  unexpended  balance  could  be  used?— 
A.  There  was  a  limitation  of  time  under  the  act  of  1853. 

Q.  What  w'as  that  time! — A.  Two  years;  but  it  was  so  pecuharly 
worded  that  it  was  a  dead-letter. 

By  Mr.  SciiURZ : 

Q.  You  say  that  the  provision  of  the  law  of  July  12,  1870,  which  re- 
fers to  contracts  i)roperly  made  within  that  year,  can  be  evaded,  as 
you  state,  by  making  the  contract  just  previous  to  the  expiration  of  the 
fiscal  year  ? — A.  Of  course. 

Q.  Has  that  been  done  in  any  case? — A.  Not  that  I  know  of.  1 
have  myself  purchased  at  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year,  in  antici|)atioii 
of  my  needs  for  the  next  fiscal  year,  in  order  to  save  an  ap[>ropriatioD 
of  my  contingent-fund  account,  which  was  very  small.  Those  are 
very  small  amounts;  only  just  enough  to  keep  us  going  in  the  work  of 
the  ofiice.  We  have  tried  to  avoid  anything  of  that  kind.  We  have 
tried  very  hard  to  live  up  to  this  law,  but  it  has  worked  very  serious^ 
detriment  to  our  public  service. 

Q.  Now,  the  seventh  section  declares: 

^^And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  any  Depart- 
ment of  the  Government  to  expend  in  any  one  fiscal  year  any  sum  in 
excess  of  appropriations  made  by  Congress  for  that  fiscal  year,  or  to  in- 
volve the  Government  in  any  contract  for  the  future  payment  of  moDey 
in  excess  of  such  appropriations." 

Is  that  construed  in  different  ways  also  ? — A.  No,  sir;  it  is  not-  The 
construction  of  that  has  been  to  limit  the  expenditures  to  the  appropri- 
ations made  during  the  fiscal  year ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in  niiud  that 
the  act  oi  the  12th  of  July,  1870,  did  not  go  into  effect  until  subseqaent 
to  the  commencement  of  the  fiscal  year,  and  I  believe  most  of  the  ex- 
ecutive oflBcers  were  unable  to  carry  it  into  effect  until  th©  commence- 
ment of  the  succeeding  fiscal  year;  that  is  to  say,  the  fiscal  year  ending 
the  30th  of  June,  1871,  was  allowed  to  go  on  under  the  old  law. 

Q.  Can  you  tell  me  what  the  diflSculty  was  in  any  department  of  the 
Government  not  expending  in  that  fiscal  year  any  sum  in  excess  of  appro- 
priations made  by  Congress  for  that  fiscal  year,  or  not  involving  the  Gov- 
ernment in  the  future  payment  of  money  in  excess  of  such  appropria- 
tions ? — A.  The  fact  that  the  executive  management  of  the  business  of 
the  United  States  Government  is  lodged  in  the  hands  of  25,000  persons 
it  seems  to  me  is  the  answer  to  that.  It  is  impossible  to  teach  25,000 
persons  exactly  how  to  do  things  and  do  them  right.  It  is  impossible 
for  any  one  executive  officer,  or  any  ten  or  any  one  hundred,  to  carefollj 
and  accurately  watch  the  2,920  appropriations  which  we  have  on  our 
books,  and  the  expenditures  under  those  by  all  disbursing  officers. 

Q.  Would  it  not  have  been  a  comparatively  simple  thing  to  teach 
those  persons  that  they  must  not  expend  more  money  than  was  appro- 
priated for  specific  purposes  t — A.  The  various  executive  departments 
undertook  to  do  that,  and  they  did  it  in  this  way  :  they  authorized  the 
disbursing  officer  to  draw  from  the  Treasury ;  he  drew  on  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  in  his  favor,  and  it  would  be  placed  to  his  credit,  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  money  which  was  from  the  appropriation  made  by  law. 
That  appropriation  being  drawn  by  the  several  executive  officers  having 
control  over  it,  and  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  disbursing  officers,  it 
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bocame  available  for  their  use.  It  may  all  have  been  drawu  from  the 
Treasury  and  charged  against  the  appropriation,  and  still  remained  to 
the  credit  of  the  disbursing  officer.  Each  disbursing  officer  expended 
as  much  money  as  he  had  under  the  appropriation,  and  there  has  a 
practice  prevailed  since  the  commencement  of  the  Government  of 
allowing  disbursing  officers  to  expend  for  one  purpose  moneys  in  their 
hands  which  are  applicable  only  to  another;  that  is  to  say,  a  disburs- 
ing officer  receives  $100,000  of  the  appropriation  for  incidental  ex- 
penses of  the  Quartermaster's  Department.  He  has  a  great  many  bills 
presented  to  him  for  transportation,  but  has  no  money  to  his  credit  on 
account  of  transportation  of  the  Army.  He  pays  for  transportation 
out  of  the  money  to  his  credit,  and  when  the  account  comes  to  the 
proper  accounting  officer  of  the  Treasury  his  account  is  settled  and  a 
transfer  made,  charging  him  with  the  money  on  account  of  transporta- 
tion, for  which  he  expended  it,  and  crediting  him  with  it  on  account  of 
incidental  expenses,  from  which  he  took  it,  thus  making  the  accounts 
agree.  It  is  dangerous  to  put  in  the  hands  of  any  disbursing  officer  the 
necessary  amount  to  disburse  under  seventy-five  or  eighty  different  ap- 
propriations. 

Q.  Was  it  the  practice  of  the  Government  also  to  carry  this  system 
of  expending  money  for  purposes  not  specifically  appropriated,  so 
far  as,  for  instance,  that  the  Secretary  of  War,  having  an  appropriation 
for  expenses  connected  with  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  expended 
those  moneys,  or  part  of  them,  for  the  Commissary  Department! — A. 
No,  sir;  that  never  became  necessary,  for  one  reason  particularly,  that 
the  disbursing  officers  of  the  Commissary  Department  were  entirely 
distinct  and  separate  officers.  If  you  make  one  disbursing  officer  do 
the  duty  of  the  Quartermaster's  Department,  the  Pay  Department,  the 
Commissary  Department,  the  Engineer  and  the  Ordnance  Department^ 
you  will  find  by  that  process  that  he  has  in  his  hands  and  under  his 
direction  for  disbursement  from  one  hundred  and  fifty  to  three  hundred 
appropriations. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  an  appropriation  for  one  purpose  ever  diverted  to  another  f — A. 
Eventually,  never.  It  may  be  temporarily,  because  all  our  officers 
know  that  we  have  in  the  Treasury  money  to  the  credit  by  an  appro- 
priation, and  he  may  not  have  in  his  hands  the  money  to  make  the  im- 
mediate disbursement  which  he  should  make,  and  he  makes  the  dis- 
bursement ;  but  as  soon  as  he  makes  it  he  notifies  the  office  that  he  has 
made  it,  and  a  proper  advance  is  made  to  him.  He  makes  his  account 
good  by  that  process. 

By  Mr.  SOHUBZ : 

Q.  Covering  into  the  Treasury  is  done  in  two  ways,  as  you  say :  cov- 
ering for  repayment,  and  then  subject  to  the  requisition  of  the  executive 
officer  who  put  it  into  the  Treasury  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Or  covering  into  the  Treasury  permanently,  and  then  the  money 
is  only  at  the  disposal  of  the  Treasury  itself,  and  to  remain  there? — A. 
That  is  true  in  the  main.  If  you  will  allow  me  I  will  read  here  another 
section  of  the  same  bill  to  which  I  have  referred,  which  applies  to  the 
application  of  moneys  under  the  head  of  which  I  have  just  been  speak- 
ing. This  bill  is  bnsed  on  the  general  practice  which  obtains  in  the 
Treasury  Department  so  far  as  it  is  consistent  with  present  legislation, 
although  the  legislation  is  not  specific  enough  to  make  it  very  strict. 

"  Sec.  13.  That  whenever,  in  the  settlement  of  a  disbursing  officer's 
account,  it  is  found  that  he  has  drawn  money  from  one  appropriation 
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and  disbursed  it  on  account  of  exi)en8es  properly  chargeable  to  another, 
the  accounting  officer  shall  credit  and  charge  the  amount  in  theoffioei'A 
account  under  the  correct  appropriations,  and  transfer  the  same  to  a 
general  account  with  the  proper  department,  to  be  known  as  the  ^tnnft- 
fer  account,'  which  account  shall  be  closed  monthly  by  warrant  and 
counter-warrant,  so  far  as  the  same  can  be  done  under  existing  and 
available  appropriations." 

Q.  Is  that  the  law  now! — A.  No,  sir;  it  was  submitted  to  Congress 
for  enactment,  and  is  now  in  the  hands  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  The  first  clause  of  this  section  was  intended  to  enable 
us  to  settle  the  accounts  arising  out  of  the  war ;  it  will  be  necessary  for 
at  least  live  years  yet  to  enable  us  tx)  close  all  our  old  accounts. 

"  Said  transfer  shall  include  all  vouchers  presented,  whether  they  are 
allowed  or  suspended,  and  shall  be  ma<le  in  such  manner  as  to  debit  the 
officer  under  the  appropriations  out  of  which  the  vouchers,  when  per- 
fected, will  be  allowed.  But  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  con- 
strued to  authorize  any  transfer  of  appropriations,  or  the  advance  of 
money  from  one  appropriation  for  disbursement  on  account  of  exx^euses 
properly  chargeable  to  another ;  and  all  such  transfers  and  advances^ 
are  hereby  prohibited.'' 

Then  comes  a  proviso,  "excepting  the  pay  of  the  Navy,^  which  is  a 
very  peculiar  appropriation. 

Q.  In  connection  with  this,  let  me  ask  you  this  question :  In  the  re- 
l)ort  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  this  year  we  find  the  follow- 
ing item,  under  the  head  of  expenditures:  "For  War  Department. 
$35,79i),991  82,"  and  at  the  bottom  of  the  page  this  note:  "This  is  the 
net  amount,  deducting  $8,280,093  13  repaid  into  the  Treasury' as  prooeecls 
of  sales  of  ordnance,  &c.  The  true  expenditures  were  $44,080,084  95." 
How  did  that  happen  f — A.  It  arose  out  of  the  practice  of  repaying  to 
the  credit  of  appropriations  moneys  derived  from  the  proceeds  of  sale^, 
or  moneys  which  had  stood  to  the  credit  of  disbursing  officers  who 
were  deceased  or  out  of  service.  The  practice  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment has  always  been  to  state  its  expenditures  by  a  debit  and  credit 
account,  the  same  as  any  book-keeper  would  state  an  account,  charg- 
ing air  the  expenditures  and  crediting  all  the  receipts.  The  balance  is 
the  net  expenditure,  and  that  is  alwaj  s  the  expenditure  given  in  our 
statements  of  expenditures.  We  credit  the  War  Department,  for  in- 
stance, with  the  amount  it  repays,  deducting  that  from  the  amounts 
it  has  actually  received,  on  the  presumption,  which  is  a  fair  one,  that  the 
amounts  repaid  during  one  year  offset  the  .amounts  repaid  during  an- 
other, running  along. 

Q.  Let  us  see  exactly  what  these  items  are. — A.  Let  me  explain 
further:  If  during  the  year  the  War  Department  had  been  ex|)en(ling 
large  sums  of  money  on  account  of  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  or  on 
account  of  any  of  the  ordnance  appropriations,  that  note  w^ould  not  have 
appeared  there.  That  note  appeared  there  simply  in  conseqnence  of  the 
fact  that  the  War  Department  made  very  few  expenditures  on  accoant 
of  ordnance  appropriations  during  that  year;  that  is,  the  receipts  into 
the  Treasury  from  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  ordnance  ser\ioe. 
arfiijenals,  armories,  and  other  heads  of  appropriation  subject  to  the 
control  of  the  Ordnance  Office,  were  very  largely  in  excess  of  the  ex- 
penditures, and  this  is  the  credit  side  of  the  account.  Instead  of  hav- 
ing a  debit  against  them  they  had  a  large  credit. 

Q.  Let  us  look  at  the  items — ^what  they  are :  "  For  War  Department** 
— meaning  the  expenditures — "  $35,799,991  82 ;"  was  that  the  regoUu* 
expenditure  of  the  War  Department  according  to  the  appropriations  t— 
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A.  That  was  the  regular  expeuditure  of  the  War  Department  under  the 
appropriations,  subject  to  its  executive  control,  less  thepaymeots  to  the 
credit  of  these  same  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  there  stated,  with 
the  exception  of  the  eight  millions  stated  in  the  note. 

Q.  Thenoteis:  "  This  is  the  net  araonnt,  after  deducting  $8,280,093  13, 
repaid  into  the  Treasury  as  proceeds  of  sales  of  ordnance,  &c.  The 
true  expenditures  were  $41,080,084  05.'^  How  so  i — A.  That  is  to  say, 
the  true  expenditures,  less  what  we  estimated  to  be  repayments.  You 
must  bear  in  mind  that  we  have  no  means  of  showing,  by  any  books  in 
the  possession  of  theTreasury  Department,  except  the  property  accounts 
of  the  officers,  the  amount  really  derived  from  the  proceeds  of  sales. 
We  estimate  how  much  of  this  amount  is  due  to  that  source,  as  nearly 
as  we  can,  because  in  making  this  statement  we  desired  particularly  to 
show  the  large  amount  of  money  received  on  account  of  the  sales  of 
stores,  and  more  particularly  with  a  view  to  this  bill  to.  which  I  have 
referred. 

Q.  Does  it  mean  that,  in  the  first  place,  $35,779,901  82  wore  drawn  out 
of  the  Treasury,  and  then,  also,  $8,280,093  13,  which  had  been  paid 
into  the  Treasury,  were  drawn  out  again,  so  as  to  make  the  sum  total  of 
expenditures  $44,080,084  95! — A.  Not  exactly.  It  means  simply  that 
the  War  Department  drew  from  the  Treasury,  we  may  assume, 
fifty  millions  and  repaid  of  that  six  millions,  leaving  forty-four  millions 
as  the  net  amount  drawn  from  the  Treasury. 

Q.  So  that  the  net  amount  drawn  from  the  Treasury  is  forty-four  mil- 
lions and  odd,  as  stated  there? — A.  The  net  amount  is  what  is  stated 
there,  forty -four  millions  and  odd;  that  is  to  say,  provided  our  estimate 
of  eight  millions  is  correct,  which  we  assume  it  is. 

Q.  Here  it  is  given  very  particularly  in  dollars  and  cents,  $8,280,093  31. — 
A.  I  have  here  a  statement,  which  I  had  prei)ared  in  reply  to  a  commu- 
nication from  the  House  of  llepresentativcs,  showing  the  amount  of 
money  paid  into  the  Treasury  during  the  period  from  July  1, 1865,  to 
February  1, 1872. 

Q.  Before  going  into  that  let  me  ask  whether,  ov^er  and  above  the 
1^35,790,991  82  stated  in  the  regular  account  of  expenditures  in  the 
diflFerent  Departments,  those  $8,280,093  13  which  had  arisen  front  sales 
of  ordnance  stores,  were  drawn  out  of  theTreasury  also,  being  first  paid 
into  the  Treasury  and  then  drawn  out  again  ? — ^A.  You  put  the  question 
in  such  a  way  that  I  cannot  fairly  answer  it.  All  proceeds  of  sales  of 
stores,  as  I  have  said  before,  are  carried  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriji- 
tion  from  which  the  stores  were  purchased  indiscriminately — all  the 
amount  appropriated  by  Congress,  as  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
Government.  That  whole  sum  of  money — ^if  it  were  one  approjma- 
tion  for  the  support  of  the  War  Department,  if  the  amount  appropri- 
ated were  thirty-five  millions,  and  the  amount  receiv^ed  from  sales  were 
eight  millions — the  whole  sum,  forty-four  millions,  would  then  be  to  the 
credit  of  the  War  Department,'  subject  to  its  requisition,  and  might  be 
drawn  by  them  for  expenditure.  That  is  to  say,  this  might  have  been 
prior  to  the  Isfc  day  of  July,  1871.  Since  that  time  it  could  not  be. 
Since  that  time  they  can  expend  nothing  but  the  amount  appropriated 
for  the  fiscal  year. 

By  tlie  Chairman  : 

Q.  Has  any  such  sum  been  drawn  by  the  War  Department  t — A.  The 

War  Department  expenditures  are  stated  there  at  the  true  amount^ 

forty-four  millions  and  odd.    The  net  amount  is  thirty -five  millions; 

that  is  to  say,  from  the  true  amount  of  expenditures  we  deduct  the 
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amount  they  have  repaid  to  us,  derived,  as  we  undei*stood,  from  tbe 
proceeds  of  sales  of  arms  and  of  orduance  stores. 

By  Mr.  Logan  : 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  appropriation  for  the  War  ]>epan 
meut  that  year;  was  it  $35,000,000? — A.  I  do  not  know  what  the  exaci 
amount  of  the  appropriations,  subject  to  the  control  of  the  War  Depart 
ment,  was. 

Q.  I  understand  the  net  expenditure  means  the  expenditure  of  the 
appropriation  made  by  Congress? — A.  No,  sir;  not  at  all. 

Q.  What  is  it? — A.  It  means  just  as  I  have  previously  explained  it— 
the  net  expenditure  of  the  War  Department  after  deducting  fipoin  the 
gross  expenditure  of  the  War  Department  the  amount  received  from 
them  as  proceeds  of  sales  of  stores. 

Q.  I  understand  that;  but  the  amount  received  from  them  is  money  !— 
A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Hence  if  that  is  re-expended  it  is  an  expenditure  of  money,  is  it 
not? — A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Then, when  you  say  ^' the  gross  amount,"  you  mean  the  whole  amonnt 
drawn  from  the  Treasury  by  the  War  Department  was  $44,000,000?— A. 
Yes,  sir;  I  mean  the  whole  amount  drawn  from  the  Treasury. 

Q.  The  net  amount,  then,  was  the  amount  that  was  in  the  Treasury 
Department  subject  to  appropriations,  as  I  understand? — A.  Not  neces- 
sarily; it  may  have  been  very  much  larger  than  that. 

Q.  I  mean  this  by  my  question:  when  you  speak  of  the  net  amoont, 
that  is,  the  amount  drawn  out  of  the  Treasury  other  than  amounts  pat 
into  the  Treasury  by  them  ? — A.  The  $35,000,000  was  necessarily  drawn 
from  appropriations  made  by  Congress. 

Q.  And  the  other  is  not? — A.  The  other  is  drawn  from  money  earned 
to  the  credit  of  appropriations,  and  derived  from  sales. 

Q.  Therefore  the  War  Department  expended  $44,000,000?— A.  Ye^ 
sir. 

Q.  The  $44,000,000  were  drawn  by  drafts  on  your  Department?— A. 
Drawn  by  requisition  from  the  Secretary  of  War  on  oar  Department 

Q.  You  then  take  $8,000,000  out  and  leave  the  net  proceeds  $35,000,000, 
because  the  $35^000,000  is  all  that  applies  to  appropriations  made  by  Con- 
gress. Is  that  it? — A.  Yes.  The  $35,000,000  was  derived  fix^m  appro- 
priations made  by  Congress. 

Q.  If  your  books  were  kept  so  as  to  show  the  amount  of  expeuditore 
alone,  without  reference  to  the  appropriations,  your  books,  then,  woald 
show  the  amount  of  money  expended  and  drawn  from  the  Treasarv  of 
the  United  States  to  be  $44,000,000?— A.  That  is  it. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Y'ou  say  that  previous  to  the  1st  of  July,  1871,  that  might  have 
been  done,  because  then  the  act  of  July  12,  1870,  went  into  operation : 
but  did  not  the  act  of  July  12,  1870,  go  into  operation  immediately?— 
A.  It  did,  in  my  opinion,  go  into  operation  immediately;  but  it  wa.s  an 
act  of  such  a  peculiar  character  that  it  changed  the  entire  system  of  the 
business  of  the  United  States  Government,  and  could  not  be  carried 
practically  into  eftect  without  time.  It  was  utterly  impossible  to  carry 
into  eliect  the  fifth  section  of  the  act  of  July  12,  1870,  without  at  least 
nine  months'  notice. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Ilere  is  this  act  passed  July  12,  1870,  which  says  that  all  unei 
pauded  balances  on  the  30th  day  of  June  shall  be  covered  into  thf 
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Treasury;  that  time  had  ^one  by,  had  it  not t — A.  Tou  will  notice  it 
gives  a  latitude  of  two  years  before  we  cover  into  the  Treasury. 

Bv  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  The  act  of  1870 1— A.  Yes,  sir;  the  net  of  1870  says  it  shall  be 
covered  into  the  Treasury  at  the  expiration  of  two  years. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  This  act  was  passed  July  12, 1870,  and  it  provides  that  annually^ 
on  the  30th  day  of  June,  you  shall  cover  in  unexpended  balances? — ^A, 
Yea,  sir. 

Q.  The  time  having  gone  by,  could  it  be  done!  The  law  did  not  take 
efteet  until  twelve  days  after.  How  could  it  take  effect  until  the  Ist  day 
of  July  or  the  30th  of  June,  18711 — A.  There  is  nothing  impossible.  It 
was  scarcely  practicable  to  go  back  and  take  up  the  account  on  the  1st 
day  of  July,  1870. 

Q.  Was  or  was  not  the  practical  construction  at  the  Deportment 
given  to  this  law  that  it  should  take  effect  on  the  30th  of  June,  1871  ? — 
A.  It  was  the  practical  construction  that  it  should  take  effect  on  the 
30tli  of  June,  1871. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  The  law  was  passed  on  the  12th  of  July,  1870.  These  sales  of 
ordnance  stores  mostly,  the  big  items  at  least,  took  place  in  October, 
iNovember,  and  December,  1870,  and  in  January,  February,  and  March, 
1871,  so  that  those  moneys  came  into  the  hands  of  the  War  Dei)art- 
luent  during  those  months,  and  were  then  put  into  the  Treasury,  and, 
according  to  this,  were  drawn  out  again  ;  so  that  if  they  weredrawn 
out  again  at  all  they  must  have  been  drawn  out  again  toward  the  close 
of  the  tiscal  year  1870-71  f — A.  If  you  will  allow  me,  I  will  show  that 
they  were  never  drawn  out  again  at  all.  On  the  fifth  page  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury's  report,  under  the  head  of  *'  military  establish- 
ment,'' the  expenditures  are  stated  in  gross,  as  they  should  be, 
$44,080,0»4;  the  expenditures  for  the  Pay  Department  at  $6,146,000; 
Commissary  Department,  $3,483,000;  for  the  Ordnance  Department, 
$778,000,  &c.  That  is  the  total  expenditure  for  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment out  of  appropriations  made  by  law  during  the  preceding  tiscal 
year,  and  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal  vear  we  are  talking  about. 

Q.  The  expenditure  is  stated  at  $44,000,000?— A.  For  the  whole  War 
Department. 

Q.  The  expenditure,  according  to  that  statement,  seems  to  be  cov- 
ered by  appropriations  to  the  amount  of  $35,000,0001 — A.  If  you  take 
the  whole  War  Department  as  a  single  service,  as  a  single  api)ropria- 
tion,  yes.  Ifyou  take  it  as  it  is,  each  department  having  a  separate 
ax>propriation,  no. 

Q.  On  page  5  it  is  stated  that  the  ex]>enditures  for  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment in  deUiil  were  $778,000.  Might  not  the  money  have  been 
drawn  out  and  expended  for  something  else  than  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment f — A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Why  not  I — A.  Because  there  is  a  provision  of  law  and  a  practice 
in  the  Department  which  prohibits  the  transfer  of  moneys  for  any  pur- 
pose whatever.  If  it  had  been  drawn  out  of  the  Treasury,"  whether 
exi>ended  or  not,  it  would  have  appeared  on  this  page  5. 

Q.  Why  was  it  accounted  for  under  the  expenditures  if  it  is  still  in 
the  Treasury  t  If  it  is  still  in  the  Treasury  it  has  not  been  expended 
and  could  not  be  accounted  for  pro|)erly,  at  least  to  my  limited  under- 
standing of  the  thing,  under  the  head  of  '*  expenditui*es  ^  f — A.  Perhaps 
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I  can  explain  that  so  that  it  will  be  more  clear.    The  expenditures  of  tbe 
War  Department  were  $44,080,084  95  in  point  of  fact.     The  detail*  fl( 
those  expenditures  by  departments — not  by  appropriations,  but  by  tht 
bureaus  of  the  War  Department — are  shown  on  page  5.     There  h  oue 
item  on  page  5,  "  bounties  to  soldiers,  $10,056,000."    That  is  not  appn> 
priated  by  any  law  in  'duy  annual  appropriation  bill.    The  act  of  isfi6 
provided  that  bounties  should    be    paid  without  making  a  ^ym^ 
appropriation,  in   the  ordinary  language  of    si^ecific-  appropriations* 
which  is,  "  shall  be  paid  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otlier- 
wise  appropriated.''     It  simply  said  that  the  bounties  should  lie  i^d. 
The  First  Comptroller  of    the  Treasury  construed    that  to  author- 
ize the  appropriation  of   a  sufficient  amount  of  money  to  pay  those 
bounties,  which  was  done.      During  that  year  the  War  Deptirtraeot 
expended  nearly  $11,000,000  for  the  payment  of  bounties,  which  is 
not  an  appropriation  made  in  the  annual  appropriation  bills.    If  the 
annual  a]>propriation  bills,  therefore,  had  amounted  to  $34ylKK),000,  the 
$10,000,000  indefinite  appropriation  of  the  War  Department  would  have 
made  $44,000,000.    The  gross  expenditure  of  the  War  Department  is 
stated  at  $44,000,000 — that  is  to  say,  it  is  the  net  expenditure  of  the  War 
Department  during  that  year,  after  taking  from  the  expenditures  nndw 
each  appropriation  the  amount  repaid  into  the  Treasury,  with  the  ex 
<;eption  of  the  amount  estimated  as  derived  from  the  proceetls  of  the 
sales  of  stores.    The  whole  amount  appropriated  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment, and  subject  to  the  requisition   of  the  War  Department,  mar 
have  been   $50,000,000.     They   expended  $44,000,000  of   that.     The 
amount  covered  into  the  Treasury  and  carried   to  the  credit  of  the 
appropriation  must  be  shown  in  some  way,  and,  by  reason  of  the  fact 
that  by  law  it  is  covered  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation,  and  there- 
foie  reduces  that  appropriation,  it  necessarily  reduces  the  ex{)enditure 
as  shown  by  our  net  statement  of  expenditure.    It  does  not  neces- 
sarily reduce  the  expenditure  itself,   but  our  statement  of  the  ex- 
penditure, as  shown  by  our  statement  of  the  net  expenditures.    We 
propose,  in  other  w^ords,  to  state  the  account  of  assets  and  liabili- 
ties.   The  War  Dei>artment  has  a  certain  amount  of  money  to  its  credit 
which  is  an  asset;  it  has  a  certain  number  of  bills  to  pay,  which  are  lia- 
bilities.   We  deduct  forty-four  millions  from  its  liabilities;  we  havetbeu 
an  asset  of  eight  millions  to  be  deducted  from  its  expenditures,  shofrin*: 
a  net  expenditure  of  $35,799,991  82. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  On  the  fiftii  page  you  show  in  detail  what  constitutes  the  exj^en 
ditures  of  the  War  Department,  amounting  in  gross  to  the  forty-four  mfl- 
lions  t — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now  if  the  eight  millions  and  odd  thousands  of  dollars  which  had 
been  paid  into  the  Treasury  by  the  War  Department  for  ordnance  stores 
had  been  reused  by  the  War  Department,  would  it  not  have  been  added 
to  that  sum  on  page  5  T — A.  Unquestionably ;  it  would  have  been  added  to 
the  forty-four  millions. 

Mr.  ScHUBZ.  But  the  first  page  here  shows  that  the  eight  miUioni^^ 

The  Chairman.  That  is  your  assumption. 

Mr.  SoHURZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  it  is.  A  man  starts  from  the  wrong  point  auti 
he  is  very  likely  to  end  wrong.    You  assume  what  is  not  correct 

Mr.  S(;hukz.  Let  me  show  to  you  that  I  am  correct.  The  first  pa^ 
here  shows  that  the  $8,280,000  formed  part  of  the  $44,080,084  95,  Ibr  it 
is  so  stated* 
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The  Witness.  I  beg  pardon. 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  It  is  stated : 

"This  is  the  net  amount,  after  deducting  $8,280,093  13,  repaid  into 
the  Treasury  as  proceeds  of  sales  of  ordnance,  &c.  The  true  expendi- 
tures were  $44,080,084  95." 

And  that  sum  of  $44,080,084  95  arises  by  adding  to  thirty-five  millions 
stated  above  the  $8,280,000  arising  from  sales  of  ordnance. 

The  Witness.  I  beg  your  pardon ;  if  you  will  just  reverse  the  state- 
ment it  will  be  right.  The  thirty-five  millions  arise  from  deducting  the 
ei^rht  millions  and  odd  from  the  forty-four. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  ScHURZ.)  But  tlie  forty-four  millions  is  stated  as  the  net 
expenditure  of  the  War  Department! — A.  It  is  so. 

Q.  It  is  stated  so  here,  and  stated  so  on  page  5  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Therefore  not  only  the  thirty-five  millions  were  expended,  but,  in 
addition  to  the  thirty-five  millions,  eight  millions.  Is  not  that  so! — A. 
Unquestionably. 

Q.  Therefore  I  say  the  eight  millions  paid  into  the  Treasury  on  ac- 
count of  the  ordnance  sales  were  added  to  the  expenditures  of  the  War 
Department! — A.  1  beg  your  pardon.  Your  premises  are  correct,  but 
your  conclusion  is  at  fault  in  this  way :  If  we  had  taken  and  added  to 
the  receipts  of  the  Government  as  revenues  (which  should  have  been 
doue,  and  which  is  provided  to  be  done  under  the  bill  which  is  before 
Congress)  the  proceeds  of  sales  of  ordnance  stores  which  were  covered 
to  the  credit  of  the  appropriations  of  the  War  Department,  but  not  used 
by  the  War  Department,  then  the  expenditures  of  the  War  Department 
\^ould  have  appeared,  as  they  do  in  this  book,  at  forty-four  millions;  but 
because  >ve  have  not  put  into  the  account  of  our  receipts  money  which 
we  could  not  legally  put  there,  we  must  necessarily  reduce  our  expendi- 
tures by  the  amount  we  did  receive  in  order  to  make  our  balance.  That 
is  a  mere  matter  of  book-keeping. 

Q.  Now  the  question  arises,  are  the  $8,280,093  13  still  as  money  in 
the  Treasury  Department! — A.  They  are  unquestionably. 

Q.  If  they  are  still  as  money  in  the  Treasury  Department,  why  do 
they  .figure  under  the  head  of  expenditures! — A.  They  do  not  figure 
under  the  head  of  expenditure.  They  figure,  to  reduce  the  expenditures, 
as  a  receipt;  but  we  state  the  gross  expenditures  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment; we  state  the  gross  expenditures  at  forty-four  millions,  and  reduce 
the  amount  of  the  gross  expenditures  by  the  amount  that  went  to  the 
credit  of  the  War  Department  appropriations. 

Q.  (By  the  Chairman.)  Which  is  a  receipt  into  the  Treasury  ! — A. 
Certainly. 

By  Mr.  Schubz  : 

Q.  The  gross  expenditures  of  the  War  Department  arise  from  adding 
$8,280,084  to  the  sum  of  $35,799,991 !— A.  I  beg  your  pardon ;  it  is  just 
the  other  way.  The  net  expenditures  of  the  War  Department  are  obtained 
by  deducting  the  $8,000,000  we  received. 

By  Mr.  Ames: 

Q.  Suppose  Congress  appropriated  $50,000,000  for  the  War  Depart- 
ment, and  you  report  the  expenditures  '*  War  Department,  forty -four 
millions.''  That  is  the  gross  expenditures  of  the  War  Department,  as  I 
understand  you  to  say  ! — A.  ^  es,  sir ;  the  forty -four  millions. 

Q.  Now  the  War  Department  pays  into  the  Treasury  Department,  in 
the  shape  of  sales  of  ordnance  stores,  eight  millions,  and  that  brings 
down  the  net  expenditure  of  the  War  Department  to  thirty-five  mil- 
lions!—A.  Yes,  sir. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  I  want  to  put  it  as  I  should  put  it  ff  I  were  not  a  book-keeper, nd 
see  if  I  do  Dot  get  at  the  right  conclusion.  If,  in  making  up  the  8tat<> 
ment,  you  had  said  "  the  net  expenses  of  the  War  Department  vew 
so  roucli,  deducting  the  eight  millions,"  was  not  tliat  jnst  what  yoa 
meant  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  but  it  would  not  be  a  fair  statement  of  the  net  ev 
pense  often.  If  you  will  let  me  put  it  in  a  different  way  perhaps 
we  can  understand  it  easier.  We  state  the  expenditures  of  the  War 
Department  at  what  their  actual  net  was,  in  other  words,  $44,000,OU). 
We  would  charge  them  with  that  aniouqt  and  credit  them  with  the 
amount  already  paid  us.  On  one  side  of  the  account  is  a  debit  of 
$44,000,000,  which  is  their  net  expenditure,  and  on  the  other  side  is  a 
credit  of  $8,000,000,  which  is  their  net  return,  if  you  chooae  so  to  stylt 
it.  We  do  not  know  where  it  came  from  nei*.essarily.  We  put  that  io 
there  because  we  got  the  information  from  the  War  Department;  hut 
the  balance  is  $35,000,000.  That  is  all  the  charge  against  them  in  a  gros» 
statement  as  against  the  War  Department.  But  when  we  make  a  eharp^ 
against  the  appropriation,  then  we  make  a  charge  against  it  of  the  groi^ 
amount  ex]iended  under  it ;  and  tf  you  will  refer  to  page  5  again  you  will 
find  that  the  $44,000,000  does  not  mean  the  amount  appropriated  by  Con- 
gress during  the'precediug  fiscal  year,  or  during  the  fiscal  year  for  which 
this  is  intended.  There  are  two  items  right  together  there  amonnting  to 
$13,000,000  and  over,  whkh  are  indefinite  appropriations  and  made  hy 
acts  of  several  years'  standing :  bounties  to  soldiers,  #10,656,000,  which 
was  appropriated  by  the  act  of  July  29,  1860 ;  reimbursing  States  for 
raising  volunteers,  $2,379,000,  made  by  the  act  of  1801,  the  amounts  tfaey 
expended  in  equi])ping  and  raising  troops  for  service  during  the  late 
war;  then  following  that, '^ horses  and  other  property  lost  in  the  mil- 
itary service,  $228,000.''  That  was  under  an  appropriation  made  by  the 
act  of  1849,  after  the  close  of  the  Mexican  war,  to  enable  many  militia 
ofiicers,  who  went  into  service  and  earned  their  own  equipments,  to  be 
repaid  for  loss  of  horses  during  the  war.  That  statement  is  a  gronpin? 
of  a  larger  group  into  bureaus.  We  first  group  the  appropriations 
under  the  head  of  the  bureau  that  has  executive  control  o¥er  it ;  then 
we  group  the  bureaus  under  the  head  of  the  department,  and  making 
the  gross  statement  on  account  of  the  department,  we  must  necessarily 
show  the  credit  the  department  has,  as  well  as  its  expenditures. 

Q.  1  will  tell  you  just  how  I  understand  this  matter,  and  I  want  to 
know  whether  I  am  right  or  wrong.  The  Treasur3'  Department  charge 
the  War  Department  with  all  moneys  for  which  they  make  requisitioii  f 
— A.  Charge  it  against  the  appropriation  belonging  to  that  Department. 

Q.  Now,  by  this  statement,  it  afipears  that  the  War  Department 
expended  $44,000,000? — A.  In  other  words,  made  requisition  fur 
$44,000,000. 

Q.  During  the  time  they  made  these  requisitions  they  paid  into  the 
Treasury  $8,m)0,000?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  in  your  settlement  of  your  accounts  with  them,  as  showin*: 
the  net  balance  unexpended  by  the  War  Department,  you  deduct  that 
$8,000,000  from  it  t — A.  Yes,  sir ;  allow  them  credit  for  it. 

Q.  Thus  showing  the  precise  expenditures  of  the  War  Department  f 
— ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  that  $8,000,000,  in  this  case,  was  not  re-drawn  from  the  TrRft- 
sury  Department  and  expended  by  the  War  Deimrtmentf — A.  Now, 
showing  their  own  precise  expenditures,  because  their  precise  expeDtli- 
tures  are  shown  by  their  debits,  we  show  their  net  expenditures,  afirf 
giving  them  credit  for  the  amount  they  return,  and  so  the  $3,000,01^. 
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which  were  put  into  the  Treasury  as  the  proceeds  of  sales  of  arms 
stands  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation  to-day,  and  remains  there 
uutil  the  30th  of  June  next,  when,  by  the  operation  of  the  seventh  sec* 
tion  of  the  act  of  July  12, 1870,  it  will  go  to  the  credit  of  the  surplus 
fund,  and  cannot  be  used ;  but,  in  the  mean  time,  it  cannot  be  used,  be- 
cause the  law  provides  that  no  money  shall  be  drawn  from  the  Treas- 
ury, except  in  consequence  of  appropriations  for  the  year,  and  this  was 
not  an  appropriation  for  the  year. 

By  Mr.  Schubz  • 

Q.  You  used  the  term  "  gross  expenditure,"  you  used  the  term  '^  net 
expenditure,"  and  here,  in  this  report,  the  term  ''true  expenditure"  is 
used.  What  is  the  gross  expenditure! — A.  The  gross  expenditure  is 
$44,000,000. 

Q.  I  mean  what  does  it  consist  of? — A.  If  you  wish  to  use  accurate 
terms,  the  gross  expenditure  of  the  War  Department  is  the  amount  of 
money  they  have  actually  drawn  from  the  Treasury  on  requisitions 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

Q.  W^hat  is  the  net  expenditure? — A.  The  net  expenditure  is  the 
amount  after  deducting  the  re-payments  which  they  made  during  the 
year. 

Q.  What  is  the  true  expenditure  f — A.  The  true  expenditure  is  the 
gross  expenditure,  less  the  re-payments  of  money,  not  counting  pro- 
ceeds of  sales. 

Q.  It  is  stated  here  that  the  true  expenditure  was  $44,080,084  95  f — 
A.  Not  deducting  proceeds  of  sales. 

Q.  Wliat  was  the  actual  expenditure  !— A.  $44,080,084  95. 

Q.  Then  the  $44,080,084  95  were  actually  expended  by  the  War  De- 
partment ! — A.  Under  the  direction  ot  the  War  Department 

Q.  In  order  to  expend  the  $44,000,000,  the  $44,000,000  must  have 
been  drawn  out  of  the  Treasury,  must  they  not ! — A.  Ordinarily. 

Mr.  SCHUEZ.  Then  not  only  the  $35,799,951  82  were  drawn  out 
of  the  Treajsury,  but,  in  addition  to  that,  the  $8,280,093  13  also. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  If  it  had  drawn  out  $20,000,000  it  would  have  been  compelled  to 
draw  out  twenty-four  more  millions!  You  can  divide  the  $44,000,000 
as  often  as  you  choose  I — A.  Into  as  many  different  factors  as  you  please. 
The  amount  they  drew  from  the  Treasury  was  $44,000,000.  The  tru 
net  amount  was  $44,000,000.  That  is  the  meaning  of  the  w^ord  "true' 
here.  It  was  the  true  net  amount.  After  deducting  from  the  gross 
amount  they  drew  the  amount  they  repaid  during  the  year  of  moneys 
heretofore  advanced.  The  deduction  of  the  amount  derived  from  the 
proceeds  of  sales  of  stores  is,  as  I  previously  explained,  necessary  in 
consequence  of  the  i)resent  condition  of  the  laws.  We  cannot  put  it 
into  the  Treasury  as  a  revenue,  and  we  cannot  state  it  as  a  receipt 
unless  we  do. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  Then  the  sum  and  substance  of  it  is  that,  to  meet  the  actual  ex- 
penditure of  $44,000,000,  the  War  Department  had  to  draw  out  of  the 
Treasury  that' sum  actually? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  And  the  $8,000,000  paid  in  was  so  much  paid  back  actually  ? — A. 
Yes^  sir  ^  and  credited  to  them. 
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By  Mr.  Logan  : 

Q.  I  used  to  be  a  book-keeper  myself,  and  I  think  I  know  as  mod 
about  it  as  anybody,  and  no  man  on  earth  can  understand  this  thin;: 
from  an  inspection  of  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department.  I  under 
stand  this  whole  matter  summed  up  to  mean  this,  nothing  more,  noth- 
ing less:  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  drew  $44,000,000  out  of  the 
Treasury.    Is  not  that  so  according  to  this  teportf — A.  It  is, 

Q.  You  give  him  credit  for  $8,000,000  paid  into  the  Treasury  t— A. 
That  is  so. 

Q.  That  leaves,  as  you  call  it,  $35,000,000  net  expenditure.  Where  is 
the  $8,000,000  charged  again  to  him  f — A.*  On  page  5  the  true  expen- 
ditures of  the  War  Department  are  stated  in  detail. 

Q.  I  understand  that.  That  is  $44,000,000,  in  round  numbers.  Xow, 
you  give  him  a  credit  for  $8,000,000,  leaving  $35,000,000  net?— A. 
Yes,  sir. 

Q.  But  that  $8,000,000  is  no  part  of  this  $44,000,000  drawn  out,  bnt 
is  part  of  the  sale  of  ordnance  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Where  is  that  charged  to  him  before,  so  as  to  make  it  a  credit 
against  itself! — ^A.  It  is  not  necessary  to  charge  it. 

Q.  Then  you  give  him  $8,000,000  which  he  has  not  accounted  for  ?— 
A.  He  is  not  an  accounting  officer.  He  does  not  have  to  accoont  for 
moneys. 

Q.  If  you  give  him  credit  for  $8,000,000  that  is  the  result  of  sales, 
that  credit  stands  against  the  sales,  or  ought  to,  and  not  against  the 
$44,000,000  drawn  out? — A.  But  you  are  mixing  up  personal  credits 
with  Treasury  accounts. 

Q.  You  are  giving  him  $44,000,000 ;  the  Treasury  give  him  credit 
for  $8,000,000,  and  not  holding  him  responsible  for  $8,000,000. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  That  is  because  he  is  not  an  accounting  officer. 

The  Chairman.  TJie  Treasury  has  got  it. 

Mr.  Logan.  Of  course  the  Treasury  has  got  it;  but  he  expends  $44.- 
000,000,  and  he  is  accountable  for  $8,000,000,  because  he  has  made  sale:* 
to  that  amount.  That  $8,000,000  ought  to  be  added  to  the  $44,000,00^. 
and  then  make  the  credit  of  $8,000,000. 

The  Witness.  If  you  will  allow  me  to  explain  to  you,  under  the  pres- 
ent system  of  the  law-; — 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Logan.)  ifhe  charges  himself  with  $8,000,000  for  sales,  the 
Treasury  Department  receives  that  $8,000,000.  If  that  $8,000,000  id 
credited  against  $8,000,000  that  he  has  drawn  out,  then  there  is  $8,00(MiUU 
unaccounted  for,  and  you  cannot  make  it  out  any  other  way  in  my  view. 
— A.  Now  will  you  allow  me  to  explain  f 

Mr.  Logan.  1  do  not  mean  unaccounted  for  by  the  Secretary  of  War 
in  his  own  statement,  but  in  his  own  Department.  I  mean  with  tbe 
Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  I  want  to  see  if  I  know  anything  about  book- 
keeping. I  understand  that  the  accounts  in  the  Department  are  kept 
for  two  purposes:  One  is  to  fix  the  personal  liability  of  acooaot- 
ing  officers;  the  other  is  to  show  the  distribution  ot  the  expenditure 
among  the  difl'erent  departments  of  the  Government  f 

The  Witness.  Yes,  sir ;  and  the  appropriations  to  meet  them. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Carpenter.)  In  one  case  they  charge  men  because  men 
are  disbursing  othcers  and  must  account  for  their  money,  in  the  otbrr 
they  merely  charge  the  appropriation ;  or,  in  other  words,  show  bow 
money  was  ex|)ended  in  the  Department? — A.  You  are  right,  sir. 

Q.  In  that  state  of  case,  the  War  Department  taking  $44,000,000,  vi 
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course  you  charged  them  with  the  $44,000,000.  If  the  War  Department 
was  an  accounting  officer  and  ke[)t  a  personal  account  with  the 
Treasury,  then  of  course  it  would  be  charged  with  the  $8,000,000 
receivetl  on  sale  of  arms,  and  credited  with  it  when  paid  into  the 
Treasury.! — A.  That  is  it.  And  allow  me  to  say  that  we  do  not  charge 
the  War  Department  at  all.  We  charge  the  appropriations  under  their 
supervision,  and  this  is  a  statement  of  expenditures  on  account  of  ap- 
propriations. It  might  have  been  elaborated  by  making  it  so.  This  is 
a  stiitement  of  appropriations  under  the  direction  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment and  by  bureaus  under  the  direction  of  the  Pay  Dpartriient,  &c. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Logan.)  Is  n6t  this  $8,000,000  paid  in  on  account  of  sales 
of  stores  credited  to  the  account  that  has  been  dr^wn  out,  the  same  as 
if  it  was  a  part  of  the  appropriation  and  the  appropriation  not  exhausted 
and  the  portion  unexhausted  put  backt — A.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Carpenter.    That  is  just  the  mistake. 

Mr.  Logan.  What  is  the  mistake  I 

Mr.  Carpenter.  That  it  is  not. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Logan.)  You  said  awhile  ago  that  you  did  not  know 
what  the  $8,000,000  was  paid  in  fo^t — A.  Not  positively. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  that  it  is  not  an  unexhausted  portion  of  an 
appropriation  made  ? — A.  Because  it  was  paid  into  the  Treasury.  It 
could  not  have  been  paid  into  the  Treasury  if  it  was  already  in  the 
Treasury  as  an  unexhausted  portion  of  an  appropriation. 

Q.  Could  it  not  be  covered  back  ? — A.  If  you  get  into  the  technicali- 
ties of  covering  into  the  Treasury  and  repayment,  you  get  into  a  field 
that  must  first  be  explained.    It  is  very  difficult. 

Q.  Let  me  say,  then,  is  this  paid  into  the  Treasury  f — A.  It  is  de- 
posited in  the  Treasury,  and  covered  to  the  credit  of  the  appropria- 
tions for  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores. 

Q.  Then  it  is  not  in  the  Treasury! — A.  It  is  in  the  Treasury. 

Q.  I  understand  you  it  is  charged  to  that  account! — ^A.  Yes;  but  you 
nnist  understand  further  that  an  appropriation  by  law  does  not  take 
money  oat  of  the  Treasury ;  it  merely  places  it  on  the  books  of  the 
Treasury,  subject  to  credit.  We  do  not  keep  one  drawer  for  one  class  of 
money  and  another  for  another;  we  put  it  all  together. 

Q.  I  understand  that,  but  this  is  on  the  appropriation  account,  sub- 
ject to  the  draft  of  the  Secretary  of  War  ! — A.  It  is  on  the  appropria- 
tion books  of  the  Treasury  Department,  but  not  subject  to  the  draft  of 
the  Secretary  of  War.  It  is  derived  from  proceeds  of  sales  which  are 
not  subject  to  the  draft  of  the  Secret4^ry  of  War  at  all. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  it  is  derived  from  proceeds  of  sales  if  you  keep 
no  account  with  the  Secretary  of  War! — ^A.  The  War  Department  say 
so. 

Q.  My  vinderstanding  is  this :  If  an  appropriation  is  not  exhausted 
the  remainder  of  it  is  covered  into  the  Treasury — that  is,  the  unexpended 
balance  is  covered  into  the  Treasury.  That  is  the  language  of  the  law! — 
A.  The  law  deals  with  technicalities,  and  is  not  specific. 

Q.  I  am  not  talking  about  how  they  do  it  on  the  books,  I  am  talking 
about  the  law  ! — A.  If  you  will  allow  me  to  state 

Q.  Allow  me  to  ask  questions  and  you  can  answer  them.  This  being 
paid  into  the  Treasury,  you  designate  it  as  an  amount  of  money 
received  for  the  sale  of  ordnance  stores  and  not  as  a  part  of  an 
unexpended  balance.  Is  that  it! — A.  Subsequent  to  the  first  day  of 
July,  1871,  yes ;  prior  to  that  time,  no.    Prior  to  that  time  the  proceeds  of 
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sales  went  tx)  the  credit  of  the  appropriation  the  same  as  any  moneTs 
appropriated  by  Congress. 

Q.  That  is  what  I  understood. — A.  It  goes  into  the  Treasury  also  by 
putting  it 

Q.  It  is  a  kind  of  fiction,  but  in  fact  it  does  notf — A.  In  fact  it  doed; 
it  is  in  the  Treasury  before  it  is  covered  in. 

Q.  Thefiction,then,  isgoingtotheappropriationaccountt — A.  No,jqr: 
they  are  both  facts,  and  both  consistent  with  each  other ;  because  the 
appropriation  account  is  a  mere  account  on  the  books  of  the  mooey 
going  into  the  Treasury  on  actual  bona  fide  money  transactions. 

Q.  If  the  Secretary  of  War  drew  out  $44,(M)U,(K)0  of  appropriation j^ 
of  money  that  he  had  a  right  to  draw  by  law,  and  paid  in  $8,0U0,IMNI 
that  he  had  sold  arms  for,  leaving  $35,(H)0,000,  where  is  he  chargeable 
to  the  Government  for  the  $8,000,000  received  for  the  arms  f — A.  Yoa 
are  putting  the  Secretary  of  War  in  the  position  of  a  disbursing  officer, 
or  a  person  accountable  for  moneys.    He  is  not. 

Q.  I  am  not  asking  you  what  I  am  doing;  I  am  putting  a  qne^ 
tion  ? — A.  I  have  to  answer  it  in  that  way,  general ;  I  cannot  answer  it 
in  any  other  way. 

Q.  If  he  drew  forty-four  millions  out,  and  had  eight  millions  besides 
that  which  he  had  sold  arms  for,  that  would  be  iitty-two  millions  of  dol- 
lars, including  what  he  had  drawn  and  what  he  had  sold  arms  for,  would 
it  not? — A.  But  he  did  not  have  that  eight  millions. 

Q.  I  am  very  sorry  to  say  that  you  and  the  Secretary  of  War  differ. 
You  say  he  drew  the  forty-four  millions  which  your  report  shows  he  did, 
and  paid  back  the  eight  millions  that  he  had  outside  of  the  requisitions 
that  he  drew  on  the  Treasury.  Now,  if  he  had  eight  millions  to  his 
credit,  no  matter  whether  by  certificate  dei)osited  in  the  sub-tn^a.^- 
ury,  or  if  he  had  eight  millions  that  he  had  sold  arms  for,  that  in 
all  would  make  (adding  that  to  the  amount  that  he  had  drawn  reqni- 
sitions  for)  fifty-two  millions  of  dollars.  He  pays  that  back  into  the 
Treasury,  and  you  credit  him  and  reduce  it  down  to  thirty-tive  millionH. 
What  I  want  to  know  is,  where  is  he  chargeable  to  this  Government  for 
the  $8,000,000  that  he  received  for  the  sale  of  ordnance  stores f — A  You 
will  have  to  allow  me  to  answer  that  question  in  my  own  way,  and  then 
I  think  I  can  make  it  plain. 

Q.  Very  well. — A.  The  Secretary  of  War  never  had  one  dollar  of 
money  in  his  own  hands;  he  had  it  in  the  hands  of  his  disbursing  offi- 
cers. 

Mr.  Logan.  I  used  the  name  of  the  Secretary  of  War  because  the 
War  Department  is  chargeable. 

The  Chairman.  Let  us  hear  the  explanation  of  the  witness. 

The  Witness.  If  allowed  to  make  the  explanation,  I  can  make  it  in 
such  a  manner  that  it  will  be  satisfactory  to  General  Logan,  1  think, 
and  the  committee.  That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  do.  The  arms  to  t)e 
sold  by  the  United  States  Government  are  in  the  hands  of  the  custodian 
at  the  Springfield  armory,  for  instance.  The  oflicer  charged  with 
the  sale  of  arms  after  they  have  been  c<mdemned,  or  in  any  other 
manner,  is,  we  will  say,  Colonel  Crispin.  He  sells  those  anoH. 
and  the  money  is  paid  to  him  ])ersoniilly.  That  money  is  then 
taken  by  him  and  deposited  in  the  sub  Treasury  of  the  Unit^nl 
States  at  New  York  to  his  personal  credit.  As  soon  as  the  sale  is  com- 
pleted, he  draws  a  check,  in  his  capacity  as  disbursing  officer,  upon 
that  money  which  is  to  his  personal  credit,  directing  the  assistant 
treasurer  to  put  that  money  into  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  Treas- 
urer of  the  United  States,  and  subject  to  his  requisition  on  accouot 
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of  proceeds  of  sale  of  arms,  and  to  go  to  the  credit  of  ord- 
nance and  ordnance  stores.  That  certificate  of  deposit  is  issued  in 
dupliccate;  one  copy  given  to  him  for  retention  with  his  account,  and 
the  other  sent  to  the  Treasury  Department,  and  ou  that  certificate  of  de- 
posit a  warrant  covering  it  into  the  Treasury,  and  to  the  credit  of  the 
appropriation  at  the  same  time,  and  known  as  a  repay  covering  war- 
rant, is  issued.  By  that  operation  the  money  is  put  upon  the  books 
against  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  for  which  he  is 
accountable,  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation  on  the  books, 
and  subject  to  the  requisition,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  of 
the  Secretary  of  War;  but  it  is  in  the  Treasury  from  the  time  he 
deposited  it  all  along ;  at  one  time  in  the  Ti*easury  subject  to  his 
check ;  subsequently  in  the  Treasury,  after  he  drew  his  check,  subject  to 
the  warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  cannot  be  drawn 
from  the  Treasury  except  on  that  warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  The  Secretary  of  War  can  make  a  requisition  on  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  and,  under  the  act  of  1868,  the  accounthig 
officers  can  approve  his  requisition  or  not,  as  they  see  fit 

If  they  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  not  in  conformity  with  law,  they 
need  not  sign  their  name,  or  approve  it,  and  they  return  it  to  the 
Secretary  of  War,  a«  frequently  is  done,  there  being  a  diiference  of 
opinion.  This  money  goes  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation.  All 
the  money  standing  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of 
the  War  Department  appropriations  may  amount  to  $60,000,000. 
The  Secretary  of  War  makes  a  requisition  upon  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  against  the  appropriations  standing  on  the  books  of 
the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriations  under  his  executive  con- 
trol, and  it  is  charged  to  those  appropriations.  The  Secretary  of  War 
makes  it  in  favor  of  one  of  the  disbursing  officers.  It  is  charged  to  the 
appropriation.  That  is  an  expenditure.  This  money  derived  from  the 
sale  of  arms  goes  into  tlie  Treasury  as  a  receipt,  and  goes  to  the  credit 
of  that  ai>propriation  in  the  statement  of  the  expenditures  of  the  W^ar 
Department,  which  we  have  given  on  page  5  in  detail.  We  show  them 
to  have  been  $44,080,000.  Under  ordinary  circumstances,  when  the  sales 
of  stores  are  very  small,  as  they  usually  are,  this  being  an  exceptional 
case,  the  amount'of  the  proceeds  of  sales  would  be  deducted,  under  each 
one  of  those  several  and  separate  heads,  from  the  appropriation  itself  to 
which  they  went. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Logan.)  But  the  aggregate  would  be  the  same,  and  that 
does  not  make  any  difference! — A.  That  being  the  case,  the  appropria- 
tion would  show*  if  the  proceeds  had  been  $8,000  instead  of  the 
88,000,000  it  received ;  the  $778,000  for  the  Ordnance  Department, 
$770,000  would  have  been  stated  as  the  expenditure.  But  from  the 
fact  that  the  Ordnance  Department,  during  the  year,  did  not 
expend  $8,000,000,  but  only  $778,000,  it  became  necessary  to  state  the 
account  in  some  other  way.  We  then  stated  it  as  we  best  could.  The 
law  would  not  allow  us  to  carry  the  money  into  the  Treasury  as  a  mis- 
cellaneous receipt  on  revenue,  and,  therefore,  allow  it  to  appear  in  our 
statement  of  receipts  for  the  fiscal  year.  It  must  go  back  to  the  credit 
of  the  appropriation.  We  cannot  therefore  put  it  into  our  receipts;  we 
must  deduct  it  from  our  expenditures,  and  we  have  done  so.  Otherwise 
our  balance  would  be  out  of  the  way  just  $8,000,000,  and  our  account 
would  be  false.  The  Secretary  of  War  (if  you  wish  to  state  it  in  that  way) 
did  receive  the  money  constructively  by  one  of  his  officers.  Immedi- 
ately upon  the  receipt  of  it  he  put  it  into  the  Treasury ;  he  never  was 
charged  with  it;  the  officer,  however,  was.    In  the  accounting  bureaus 
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of  the  Treasury  Department  the  officer  was  charged  with  every  dollar 
of  money  he  received  from  the  saleof  armsand  credited  with  all  legitimate 
expenditures  on  it  and  on  the  deposit  of  it  in  the  Treasury.    If  yon 
charge  a  man  with  $8,000,000  as  received  from  the  fiale  of  arms  and  ewlit 
him  with  $5,000,000  received  into  the  Treasury,  he  remains  charge<l  on  tin* 
books  with  $3,000,000.    If  eventually  he  pays  in  that  $3,000,000  hh  ac- 
count is  closed,  and  he  receives  credit  for  both ;  but  that  is  a  simple  proct^ 
of  accounting.     It  does  not  appear  in  the  appropriation   books  of  the 
Treasury,  because  when  he  deposits  the  money,  and  it  is  put  into  the 
Treasury,    it    then    appears;   he  takes    credit  and    chargea    hiiuiiell 
in  his  account,  which  goes  to  the  auditing  and  comptrolling  officers: 
but  in  the  books  of  account  relating  to  appropriations  the  simple,  hahl 
fact  of  the  money  having  been  deiiosited  and  covered  to  the  credit  of 
the  appropriation,  is  stated.    There  is  no  personal  aocountability  in  the 
premises.    It  does  not  become  a  personal  account ;  it  is  simply  an  ap- 
propriation  account,  nothing  more,  nothing  less.    General,  have  I  been 
clear  enough  I 

Mr.  Logan.  I  presume  I  ought  to  understand  it  if  anybody  else  does. 
I  do  not  understand  the  detail  of  this  business;  do  not  pret4^nd  to:  hnt 
I  understand  this,  that  it  makes  no  difference  whether  it  is  put  to  the 
credit  of  a  bureau  officer,  or  the  credit  of  an  appropriation,  or  the  credit 
of  a  Department ;  the  aggregate  amounts  to  the  same ;  the  aggTe«^te 
expenditures  by  that  Department  (no  matter  by  bureaus  or  how  it  is 
charged,  whether  to  appropriations  or  anything  else)  are  the  Kame, 
and  the  aggregate  expenditures  are  the  same.  It  is  no  use  going  into 
the  details.  The  point  I  wanted  to  get  at  was  this:  not  how  much  the 
Ordnance  Bureau  expended,  or  how  much  any  other  bureau  exi>euded, 
but  how  much  the  War  Department  expended. 

The  Witness.  $44,030,084  95. 

Q.  (By  Mr.  Logan.)  That  I  understand.  They  expended  $44,000,WiO. 
and  you  deduct  $<S,000,0(K)  from  $44,000,000,  which  you  say  is  for  ord- 
nance stores.  Now  you  explain  that  a  bureau  officer  gets  an  amount  of 
money;  he  deposits  it  to  his  credit,  and  then  afterward  he  draws  a 
draft,  and  that  is  covered  into  the  Treasury.  If  that  is  the  case,  how  do 
you  know  what  it  is  for? — A.  The  account  states  it. 

Q.  Which  account  ? — A.  In  making  up  his  account  to  be  presente<l  to 
the  proper  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasurj'  for  settlement,  he  is  |ier- 
Bonally  charged  with  the  proi)erty.  Our  business  is  enormous,  and  we 
must  divide  it  and  subdivide  it ;  we  separate  the  proi>erty  account  from 
the  money  account,  make  it  very  distinct  indeed,  in  order  to  keep  np 
proper  accountability  among  officers.  He  is  charged  with  the  proiH*rty. 
Wlien  he  makes  his  return  of  property  on  hand,  we  discover  that  he  has 
reduced  the  numberof  gunshehad  on  hand  by  a  million;  heat  thesiinie 
time  sends  with  it  anaccountof  sales  showing  that  he  hassoldthatmillion 
stand  of  arms.  He  is  then  credited  on  his  property  account  with  a  mil- 
lion stand  of  arms,  and  charged  on  his  money  account  with  the  procee<k 

Q.  That  was  exactly  the  [)oint  I  was  trying  to  get  at.  I  ask  yoo  now, 
if  you  had  no  account  of  property,  no  account  of  sales,  how  yon  gave 
credit  of  sales  of  property  that  you  ssiid  was  not  chargeable  to  them  ?— 
A.  Not  to  the  Se(!retary  of  War. 

Q.  That  is  a  mere  term  used  to  cover  these  bureaus  and  all.  Yon 
understood  me;  I  meant  the  War  Department.  I  wanted  to  know  if 
the  War  Department  was  not  chargeable  with  the  proi)erty,  how  ym 
could  give  credit  for  it  without  crediting  it  to  some  other  accoauL 
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That  was  the  point  I  was  making,  and  I  thought  you  might  understand 
it.  I  say  now,  in  answer  to  your  answer,  that  if  you  had  no  charge  for 
the  property,  no  account  for  the  property,  and  gave  a  credit  for  the 
sale,  then  it  was  the  same  as  giving  credit  for  an  amount  of  money  paid 
back  unexpended  of  an  appropriation,  and,  therefore,  it  left  the  eight 
millions  without  anything  balancing  it.  I  do  not  understand  how  you 
can  make  a  balance  unless  yon  charge  his  account  with  the  property 
that  produces  a  certain  amount  of  money  if  you  give  him  a  credit  for 
tbat  money.  I  ask  you  now,  if  thiit  eight  millions,  which  I  understand 
you  to  say  w^as  paid  into  the  Treasury,  is  in  the  Treasury,  or  whether  it 
has  been  expended  f — A.  It  is  in  the  Treasury.  You  must  allow  me  to 
explain  that  I  was  talking  of  appropriation  accounts  and  you  were  talk- 
ing of  property  accounts.  They  are  are  just  as  widely  divergent  as  two 
things  can  be. 

Mr.  Logan,  I  understand  they  are  widely  different. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  But  if  the  eight  millions  are  in  the  Treasury,  how  can  they  figure 
among  the  expenditures? — A.  They  do  not  figure  among  the  expend 
itures.  They  are  put  in  to  show  the  net  amount  with  which  the  War 
Department  is  charged,  and  I  have  explained  twice  to  the  committee 
that  because  of  the  present  condition  of  the  law  it  is  not  possible  to 
I)ut  them  into  the  Treasury  as  a  receipt.  They  should  be  put  in 
as  a  revenue  in  the  proper  manner  in  which  money  should  go  in  as  de- 
rived from  the  proceeds  of  sales;  because, if  they  cannot  be  put  into 
the  Treasury  as  a  receipt,  they  must  be  deducted  from  the  expendi- 
ture account,  or  else  our  balance  will  be  out  of  the  way.  You  must 
recollect  that  we  are  controlled  entirely  by  law  in  our  efforts  to  do  busi- 
ness in  the  Treasury  Department,  and  sometimes  we  are  hampered  very 
much  by  it. 

Mr.  Logan.  Perhaps,  then,  you  had  better  not  have  any  law. 

The  Witness.  No,  I  do  not  think  so ;  law  is  a  very  good  thing. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  If  the  Secretary  of  War  had  been  charged  that  year  with  the 
amount  of  those  arms,  as  an  expenditure  of  the  War  Department,  then, 
of  course,  when  the  money  came  in  for  the  arms,  a  credit  would  have 
been  given  to  the  War  Department.  That  is  to  say,  if  your  books  had 
charged  the  value  of  these  arms  as  an  expenditure  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment, it  would  have  been  balanced  by  a  credit  to  the  War  Depjirtment 
of  the  money  which  was  got  for  the  arms? — A.  Unquestionably. 

Q.  But  the  arms  which  were  sold  are  not  charged  as, a  part  of  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  War  Department ! — A.  Not  of  that  year. 

Q.  That  is  the  reason  for  this,  as  I  understand! — A.  They  were 
arms  manufactured  and  purchased  at  various  times. 

Q.  There  are  other  accounts  of  the  Government  which  keep  track  of 
that  process  f — A.  All  property  is  accounted  for. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  You  have  spoken  of  a  report  which  you  had  made  up  in  pursuance 
of  a  resolution  passed  by  the  Ilouse  of  Representatives.  What  is  that 
report  f    Does  it  throw  any  light  on  this  subject  t — A.  I  think  not. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Has  it  been  communicated  to  the  House  ? — A.  It  has  not  been.  I 
sent  to  the  Ordnance  Department  some  six  weeks  ago  a  statement 
showing  repayments  of  moneys  advanced  on  account  of  the  proceeds  of 
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sales  of  old  material  and  old  property',  and  what  are  known  as  conntef 
or  transfer  warrants,  which  are  ail  marked  iti  this  statement,  and  a^ked 
the  Ordnance  Bureau  (and  in  fact  asked  the  War  and  Na%'y  Depart- 
ments in  all  their  appropriations)  to  designate  in  the  column  left  for  that 
purpose  which  of  the  items  stilted  here  were  paid  into  the  Treai^ury  u 
proceeds  of  sales  of  property  and  which  were  paid  into  the  Treasunr  ^ 
repayments  of  moneys  advanced.    I  got  this  report  from  the  Ordiiatice 
Department  last  night;  they  informed  me  that,  in  couseqnenee  ol  the 
enormous  labor  put  upon  them  by  this  committee  in  preparing  answers 
to  questions  propounded,  it  had  been  impossible  for  the  only  clerks  in 
the  office  competent  to  do  this  work  to  do  it  for  me.    I  had  to  brin«; 
the  report  away  without  more  than  had  been  done  to  it  in  oar  De[mrt- 
ment. 

Q.  Within  what  time  will  that  be  submitted  to  the  House? — A-  I 
submitted  to  the  War  Department,  on  Friday,  their  share  of  the  re- 
port, and  it  will  take  about  two  months  for  them  to  prepare  it  projierly. 
I  submitted  to  the  Navy  Department,  this  morning,  their  poi*tiou  ot  the 
report,  and  it  will  take  them  about  a  month. 

Q.  Is  there  a  fact  there  which  has  a  bearing  on  what  we  are  invest!- 
gating  here? — A.  I  do  not  think  there  is.  I  am  not  perhaps snllicieutly 
conversant  with  the  object  of  this  investigation  to  tell  positively. 

By  Mr.  ScHURZ : 

Q.  What  are  the  points  you  are  trying  to  bring:  out  by  this  report?— 
A.  It  is  in  answer  to  a  resolution  introduced  in  the  House  of  Ivepresent- 
atives  by  Mr.  Beck,  of  Kentucky,  in  which  he  requires  us  to  show  io 
detail  how  much  money  is  covered  into  the  Treasury  from  the  proceeds 
of  sales  of  Government  property. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  also  unexpended  balances  of  appropriations? — A.  No,  sir; 
only  proceeds  of  sales  of  Government  proi>erty.  The  unexpended  lial- 
ances  are  set  forth  in  a  printed  document  before  Congress. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  Can  you  furnish  us  with  a  statement  of  all  the  appropriatioos 
made  for  the  War  Department — specific,  permanent,  and  indefinite  ajh 
propriations — for  the  lust  fiscal  year! — ^A.  Specific  and  indefinite  appro- 
priations are  incompatible. 

Q.  I  mean  the  ex{)enditures  made  by  virtue  of  appropriations  for  spe- 
cific purposes  and  those  on  account  of  permanent  and  indefinite  pur- 
poses, so  called. — A.  You  have  it  here  in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury.  T  could  furnish  it  to  you  more  in  detail ;  I  could  give 
every  item  of  appropriation ;  but  I  think  this  is  quite  as  elaborate  as 
you  will  require. 

Q.  This  report  of  the  Secretary  shows  the  expenditures  during  the 
fiscal  year  1870-'71 ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Those  expenditures  for  the  War  Department,  item  by  item,  figure 
up  the  amount  of  $44,080,084  95  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And,  deducted,  are  the  proceeds  of  sales  of  ordnance  to  the 
amount  of  $8,280,093  13  f— A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Now,  to  get  at  the  sum  and  substance  of  all  that  has  been  md 
here,  is  not  this  the  stiite  of  facts,  that  forty-four  millions  were  actuiiily 
expended  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  That  the  War  Department  paid  into  the  Treasury,  on  account  of 
sales  of  ordnance,  $8,280,093  13  ? — A.  It  is  so  stated  there. 

Q.  And  that  the  eight  millions  were  drawn  out  again  to  make  the 
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actual  amount  of  expenditures! — A.  No,  sir;  I  beg  your  pardon;  that 
is  not  the  fact. 

]5y  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  If  the  $8,000,000  had  been  drawn  the  expenditure  would  have  been 
$52,000,000  instead  of  $44,000,000  f— A.  It  would  have  been  $52,000,000. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  How  9of — A.  When  money  is  covered  into  the  Treasury  it  goes  to 
the  credit  of  an  appropriation,  a  8i>ecific  appropriation  made  by  hiw. 
Tlie  majority  of  $8,000,000  went  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation  for 
ordnance  and  ordnance  stores.  That  increased  the  balance  to  the  cre«Iit 
of  that  appropriation  by  $8,000,000.  There  may  have  been  $12,000,000 
there  before.  There  would  tlien  have  been  $20,000,000  to  the  credit  of 
the  appropriation.  The  actual  amount  already  expended  on  acxrount  of 
that  appropriation  was  less  than  $84N),000.  Therefore  the  $8,000,000  that 
went  into  the  Treasury  renioined  there,  and  remained  to  the  credit  of  the 
appropriation. 

Q.  But  I  take  here  the  sum  total,  $44,000,000,  expended.  Was  that 
expended  by  virtue  of  appropriations,  or  over  and  al)ovet — A.  That 
$44,^K)0,000  was  expended  by  virtue  of  appropriations  made  by  law  for 
the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  entling  June  30,  1871.  Not  one  dollar  of 
that  $44,000,000  is  represented  by  money  derived  from  the  proceeds  of 
sales  of  any  kind  of  property  whatever.    Is  that  specifi«:f 

By  Mr.  Carpenter  : 

Q.  The  $8,000,000  was  not  expended  by  the  War  Department,  but 
was  paid  into  the  Treasury  by  the  War  Department  f — A.  That  is  to 
Bay,  the  $44,000,000  were  expended  by  the  War  Department,  but  the 
$8,000,000  that  went  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation  for  ordnance  and 
ordnance  stores  was  not  expended ;  $10,0(K),000  was  expended  on  ac- 
count of  bounty,  to  which  there  was  no  credit  at  all. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Can  you  give,  then,  a  statement  of  all  the  appropriations  made  for 
that  fiscal  year  for  the  service  of  the  Department! — A.  I  can  to  this  ex- 
tent :  Several  of  the  appropriations  by  the  acts  themselves  were  rendered 
available  prior  to  the  1st  day  of  July.  That  being  the  case,  it  makes 
it  a  very  difficult  matter  to  ascertain  exactly  what  they  were  without 
reference  to  the  laws.  My  force  is  very  limited.  I  will  do  it  so  well  as 
I  can.  You  have  a  statement  made  to  Congress  itself,  published  by 
direction  of  the  Senate  and  House,  and  printed. 

Q.  Where  is  it! — A.  It  is  a  document  prepared  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate,  known  as  ''Appropriations  and  new  offices."  It  is  an  annual 
document  laid  before  Congress,  and  is  one  of  the  miscellaneous  docu- 
ments. That  gives  the  actual  appropriations  made  during  the  fiscal 
year,  but  does  not  treat  of  the  appropriations  that  are  permanent  or  in- 
definite, which  are  much  the  larger  proportion. 

Q.  Do  you  say  they  are  the  larger  proportion! — A.  I  do  not  know 
that  that  is  precisely  true.  1  called  your  attention  to  $15,000,000  nearly 
of  that  expenditure  which  was  from  that  class  of  appropriations. 

Q.  The  Secretary  of  War,  in  his  report,  says  he  expended  about 
$40,000,000  f— A.  That  may  be  very  true.  When  the  Secretary'  of  War 
states  his  expenditures  he  sets  out  what  they  actually  were.  We  merely 
state  what  we  have  advanced  to  the  War  Department.  At  all  times 
there  stands  to  the  credit  of  the  disbursing  officers  of  the  Uovernment 
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in  the  neighborhood  of  $16,000,000,  to  the  personal  credit  of  those  offi- 
cers on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  which  have  not  been  expended, 
although  charged  to  the  appropriations. 

Q.  You  want  rae  to  understand  that  you  have  charged  to  their  credit 
certain  sums  of  money,  and  that  those  sums  of  money  you  have  charged 
to  them  to  be  drawn  upon  by  them  are  represented  l)y  the  sum-total  <»( 
expenditures.  Is  that  it? — A.  Allow  me  to  put  it  in  this  way :  Whence 
advance  money  to  a  disbursing  officer,  we  charge  it  to  the  appropriation 
the  same  sis  if  it  were  expended  at  once;  aud  we  charge  it  to  him  ab^, 
for  which  he  is  personally  accountable  under  his  bond.  We  then  place 
it  to  his  credit  on  the  books  of  the  sub-Treasury,  the  same  as  your 
personal  account  would  be  placed  to  your  credit  in  a  bank.  He 
draws  on  it  in  satisfaction  of  vourchers  by  check.  When  he  sends 
his  account  in,  he  is  found  to  be  charged  with  $100,000,  and  has 
expended  $75,000 ;  he  is  still  a  debtor  for  $25,000,  which,  on  exaDiina- 
tion  of  the  books  of  the  sub-Treasury,  is  found  to  be  to  his  credit  iu  the 
sub-Treasury,  to  which  will  be  added  the  outstanding  checks. 

Q.  So  the  difference  between  the  statementof  the  Secretary  of  War,  who 
says,  he  expended  forty  millions,  and  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  that  he  expended  forty -four  millions,  would  be  covered 
by  the  fiict  that  there  were  still  four  millions  of  dollars  placnl  to 
his  credit  in  the  Treasury  Department! — A.  Hisnetexi>enditare8  mijrht 
be  $40,000,000,  from  the  fact  that  of  the  amount  of  $44,000,000  advauced 
to  his  disbursing  officers  there  still  remained  to  their  credit  at  the  dose 
of  the  year  $4,000,000,  which  they  would  eventually  repay,  and  which 
would  go  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriations  in  the  subsequent  year. 

By  Mr.  Carpenter: 

Q.  Suppose  the  Treasury  Department  had  delivered  over  to  the  W^r 
Department  on  its  requisitions  forty  millions  of  dollars,  but  the  exi>en- 
ditures  in  fact  were  only  twenty  millions ;  then  twenty  millions  would 
remain  iu  the  hands  of  the  disbursing  officers  of  the  War  Departiueut 
not  yet  expended  that  would  remain  in  the  Treasury  unex[>ended  to 
the  credit  of  the  disbursing  officers  subject  to  their  draft  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Therefore  you  would  say,  in  summing  up,  what  had  passed  from 
you  to  the  War  Department  that  forty  millions  had  passed,  and  he 
would  say  that  twenty  millions  had  been  expended,  and  both  statements 
would  be  true  ! — A.  Yes,  sir ;  they  would  both  be  true. 


Washington,  April  19, 1872. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  I  ask  the  committee  to  allow  me  to  pat 
in  evidence  a  letter  I  have  just  received  from  New  York.  I  have  the 
original  here,  but  this  is  a  translation  of  it : 

[Translation.] 

"  New  York,  ApHl  18, 1872. 

**  My  Dear  Marqitis  :  I  have  just  received  your  letter  of  yesterday, 
in  which  you  ask  me  whether,  subsequently  to  the  call  we  made  together 
on  the  Secretary  of  War,  you  had  told  me  that  3'ou  called  on  him  the 
following  day,  and  that  you  received  there  communication  of  his  letter 
to  Mr.  De  Bellonnet  in  its  final  shape. 

'^  I  remember  very  distinctly  that  you  spoke  to  me  of  this  new  call,  bat 
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the  details  which  you  may  have  given  me  about  it  passed  away  from 
my  memory.  On  the  other  hand,  I  remember  that,  before  I  left  Wash- 
iugton,  you  told  me  that  you  saw,  I  don't  remember  now  under  what 
circnmstances,  the  letter  containing  the  indorsement  that  the  Secretarj^ 
of  War  had  read  us  previously,  and  you  added  that  the  words  used  were 
not  identically  the  same.  I  remember  the  expressions  you  used :  *  He 
modified  it,  and  he  rather  aggravated  it.' 

*'  You  told  me  this  at  Washington,  and  I  left  that  city  on  the  26th  day 
of  January.    It  is  all  I  remember. 
"  Believe  me,  &c., 

"BELLAIGUE  DE  BUGHAS." 


Washington,  April  19, 1872. 
W.  B.  Franklin  recalled. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  After  the  correspondence  you  submitted  was  printed  it  appeared 
that  some  points  were  not  quite  clear.  Do  you  remember  your  letter  of 
December  30,  1870,  proposing  to  the  Ordnance  Bureau  the  exchange  of 
nine  six-barrel  Gatliug  guns  for  an  equal  number  of  a  better  class  of  guns  f 
—A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  W'hat  parsed  before  that  which  induced  yon  to  make  that  propo- 
sition? You  testified  that  the  Remingtons  had  informed  you  tliat  an 
exchange  of  Gatling  guns  could  be  made  before  this  letter  was  written, 
as  I  uiKlerstoocl  you  f — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  Was  that  all  that  happened  before  you  made  this  proposition  to 
the  Ordnance  Bureau  f — A.  That  was  all,  except  the  general  conversa- 
tion that  occurred  with  regard  to  it,  which  led  me  to  w  rite  the  letter.  I 
made  the  projwsition  to  General  Dyer  verbally,  and  then  he  asked  me 
to  )>nt  it  in  writing,  and  1  did  so. 

Q.  So  you  had  a  conversation  with  General  Dyer  previously! — A.  I 
had  a  conversation  with  General  Dyer. 

Q.  Did  Remington  suggest  to  ,vou  that  you  should  see  General  Dyer 
about  the  matter f — A.  1  do  not  think  he  did. 

Q.  Did  you  propose  this  exchange  to  General  Dyer,  or  did  he  pro- 
pose it  to  you  ? — A.  1  think  I  proposed  it  to  him. 

Q.  Did  you  propose  it  to  him  in  consequence  of  the  conversation  you 
had  had  with  tiie  Remingtons  about  the  business! — A.  In  consequence 
of  that  conversation  and  the  letters  which  appear  here  from  the  Gatling 
Gun  Company. 

Q.  Did  General  Dyer  appear  to  be  conversant  with  the  transaction 
as  it  was  intended  before  any  formal  projmsition  was  made  to  him  by 
yon! — A.  I  am  not  positive  about  that;  my  impression  is  that  he  was. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Remington,  when  jou  had  that  conversation  with  him,  or 
his  agedts,  give  you  to  understand  that  the  exchange  could  be  made, 
and  that  it  was  understood  so  by  him  ! — A.  He  gave  me  to  understand 
that  he  thought  it  wiis  probable  the  exchange  could  be  made. 

Q.  Did  Dyer  seem  to  understand  the  matter  as  the  Remingtons  had 
represented  it  to  you — I  mean  in  the  same  manner  as  to  the  terms  of 
exchange! — A.  I  think  that  was  understood  by  General  Dyer. 

Q.  There  is  a  curious  circumstance  connected  with  this  case,  about 
which  I  should  like  to  have  some  information.  As  I  understand  it,  an 
inferior  quality  of  Gatling  guns  were  delivered  to  you  by  the  Govern- 
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ment,  and  yon  were  expected  to  deliver  to  the  Crovernmeiit  back  a  n* 
)>erior  quality,  which  also,  probably,  was  more  expensive,  was  it  nd!— 
A.  Yes,  sir ;  more  expensive. 

Q.  Was  there  any  equivalent  coming  to  you  for  the  greater  expense oif 
the  superior  quality  of  guns  you  were  to  furnish  in  exchange  for  the  in- 
ferior quality  ? — A.  As  I  stated  in  my  previous  evidence,  we  were  merely 
the  manufacturers  of  the  guns;  so  that  when  we  made  this  arrangement 
with  the  United  States  we  got  for  those  guns  from  the  Catling  (run 
Company  precisely  what  we  would  have  got  for  any  other  guns;  so  thau 
so  far  as  our  company  is  concerned,  the  remuneration  to  us  wan  pr^ 
cisely  the  same  as  it  would  have  been  if  the  guns  had  been  sold  to  any 
outside  part3%  We  made  nine  new  guns,  and  got  the  same  price  for 
those  nine  new  guns  that  we  would  have  got  from  anybody  else,  and 
delivered  those  nine  gnus  to  the  United  States. 

By  Mr.  Ames: 

Q.  Did  you  get  the  nine  six-barrel  guns ;  did  they  come  to  yonr  handsf 
— A.  They  came  into  our  hands. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  In  other  words,  you  manufactured  these  guns  for  what  the  old  ores 
sold  for,  and  made  a  profit  on  the  manufacture;  and  it  was  an  object  to 
do  it? — A.  That  is  not  exactly  the  way  the  matter  stands.  You  see  there 
is  the  Gatling  Gun  Company;  theGatlingOun  Company  did  not  realise 
as  much  from  these  guns  as  they  would  have  realized  from  an  outskle 
party,  but  we,  the  manufacturers  of  the  guns,  did. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Now  let  us  understand  this.  You  got  from  the  United  States  nine 
Gatling  guns  of  inferior  quality,  and  you  delivered  to  the  United  Stjite* 
nine  Gatling  guns  of  superior  quality  and  of  a  more  expensive  kind  ?— 
A.  Yi^ssir;  of  a  more  expensive  kind. 

Q.  So  that  you  would  have  had  to  have  an  equivalent  for  the  sn|>erior 
article  you  delivered  to  the  United  States! — A.  Not  our  company.  In 
such  a  matter  as  this  we  have  to  keep  two  accounts.  We  have  an  ac- 
count with  the  Gatling  Gun  Company  as  well  as 

Q.  For  whom  you  manufactured  ? — A.  For  whom  we  manufactnrpd. 
AVe  charged  them  the  same  price  for  these  guns  that  we  would  for  Jiny 
other  nine  guns.  These  nine  guns  that  were  sold  to  the  United  States 
cost  the  Gatling  Gun  Company  just  as  much  as  any  other  nine  gons 
would  cost,  and  we  got  the  same  pay  for  them  that  we  would  get  for 
any  other  nine  guns;  but  the  Gatling  Gun  Company  did  not  realize  as 
much. 

Q.  You  said  something  of  a  deposit  that  was  to  be  made  of  $14,400« 
which  was  to  be  transmitted  to  you  after  yon  had  fnniished  to  the 
United  States  those  nine  new  Gatling  gunst — A.  Ye^. 

Q.  What  was  tbat  deposit  to  be  made  for? — A.  Tlie  Government 
wanted  to  be  safe  against  us  in  case  we  did  not  deliver  the  nine  new 
guns.  Therefore  when  it  tunied  over  tons  the  nine  old  gnns  it  rw*eivfnl 
this  l|14,4<K)  as  full  pay  after  those  nine  guns,  so  that  if  we  did  not  tiun 
over  nine  new  guns  they  were  perfectly  safe. 

Q.  You  testified  that  this  deposit  was  made  by  some  one ;  was  it 
made  by  youf — A.  It  was  not  made  by  us. 

Q.  Do  you  know  who  made  it? — A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  You  do  not  know  at  allf — A.  I  do  not  know  at  all.  I  ought  to 
say  that  my  impression  is  that  it  was  made  by  the  Remingtons  becao?* 
we  dealt  with  the  Kemingtous. 
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Q.  Was  there  any  conversation  with  General  Dyer  that  you  had 
about  that  deposit  f — A.  Ko,  there  was  not  except  that  sach  a  deposit 
must  be  made. 

Q.  Did  he  tell  you  such  a  deposit  must  be  madef — A.  Whether  he 
did  or  not,  my  impression  is  that  it  was  the  understanding  that  such  a 
dei>osit  was  to  be  made. 

Q.  Here  we  have'a  letter  from  General  Dyer,  addressed  to  the  "Com- 
manding Officer  United  States  Ordnance  Agency,"  at  New  York,  I 
suppose,  which  reads  a«  follows: 

"  Washington,  D.  C,  January  6, 1871. 

"  Sir  :  Upon  the  application  of  the  Colt's  Arms  Company  you  will 
make  requisition  upon  Colonel  Haguer  for  the  delivery  to  them  of  nine 
(9)  .50  caliber  Gatling  guns  and  carriages  on  hand  at  the  Watervliet 
arsenal.  This  will  be  done  upon  the  Colt's  Arms  Company  depositing 
with  you  the  sum  of  $14,400  and  giving  you  a  written  agreement  to 
deliver  at  the  Watervliet  arsenal,'^  &c. 

From  which  it  appears  that  General  Dyer  understood  at  that  time 
that  a  deposit  of  $14,400  was  to  be  made,  and  you  seemed  to  have  un- 
derstood it )  but  there  is  no  further  mention  of  this  deposit  in  the  cor- 
respondence. Now,  the  question  I  was  asking  was  this :  Whether  you 
had  bad  any  conversation  with  General  Dyer  about  this  deposit  which, 
was  to  be  madef — A.  I  think  I  understood  from  General  Dyer  that  he 
would  require  that  deposit,  but  then  I  think  he  understood  that  the  de- 
posit was  to  be  made  by  us.  But  the  only  important  thing  was  that 
the  deposit  should  be  made  by  some  one. 

Q.  Did  he  require  you  in  any  way  to  make  that  deposit  f — A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  writing! — A.  No,  not  in  writing;  but  I  understood  before  those 
guns  came  into  our  possession  that  $14,400  must  be  paid  io  keep  the 
Government  from  harm  in  the  transaction. 

Q.  And  then  you  say  a  deposit  of  $14,400  was  made  by  somebody 
without  your  being  advised  of  it  f — ^A.  It  was  made  without  our  being 
advised  of  it. 

Q.  The  deposit  was  made  at  the  ordnance  agency  in  New  York  with- 
out your  being  advised  of  it! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  you  think  it  was  made  by  the  Eemingtons  f — ^A.  I  think  so. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  What  particular  reasons  have  you  for  thinking  so? — A.  Because 
it  was  understood  between  us  and  the  Eemingtons  that  we  were  to  de- 
liver the^e  nine  guns  to  them,  and  there  were  no  other  people  who  had 
the  slightest  interest  in  depositing  $14,400  there  except  them.  Then  iu 
tbis  correspondence  you  will  find  there  is  a  bill  made  out  by  us  against 
the  Bemiugtons  in  which  that  $14,400  is  included. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  That  bill,  if  you  will  look  at  it,  I  think,  docs  not  state  that  in 
words  f — ^A.  No;  it  does  not.  That  was  a  bill,  1  presume,  that  the  Rem- 
ingtons presented  to  the  French  government,  showing  precisely  what 
they  had  paid  for  the  guns.  You  see  the  first  two  items  in  the  bill,  on 
page  723,  make  up  $14,400. 

Q.  That  led  me  to  suppose  it  was  the  bill,  but  it  did  not  state  it  in 
words. — A.  No.  This  is  the  bill  just  as  it  was  made  out  and  sent  to 
them. 

By  Mr.  Sohurz  : 

Q.  Was  there  a  general  understanding  between  you  and  the  Beming- 

48  s  A 
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tons  that  the  Eemingtons  should  make  that  depoHit^  or  that  you  sboaM 
make  it?  What  was  it? — A.  I  never  exchanged  a  word  with  the  Eem- 
ingtons about  it.    The  deposit  was  made. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  And  I  understand  you  to  say  by  whom  you  do  not  know  ! — A.  By 
whom  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  YoQ  said  in  your  testimony  that  the  bills  were  made  oat  in  Bern 
ington's  name.  What  bills  do  you  refer  to  ? — A.  The  bill  on  jiage  723: 
that  is  the  only  bill  which  was  made  out  on  the  subject. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  The  Gatling  Gun  Company  had  no  hand  in  this  transaction  ?— A. 
Nothing,  except  what  appears  by  the  letters,  copies  of  which  I  have 
sent.  When  the  transaction  was  finished  we  accounted  to  the  Gatling 
Gun  Company  for  the  bfilance  that  remained  in  our  hands.  We  wert? 
paid  by  them  as  the  manufacturers  of  the  guns.  They  own  the  patent, 
and  they  have  a  company  organization,  and  they  charge  a  differeut 
price  for  the  guns  from  what  we  get.  So  we  have  to  account  to  them 
lor  the  difference. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  I  suppose  what  General  Ames  wants  to  know  is  whether  the  Gat- 
ling Gun  Company  had  anything  to  do  with  this  transaction  in  Xew 
York  ? — A.  Nothing  except  what  you  see  in  the  letters. 

Q.  On  page  625  there  appears  a  letter  from  the  "Ordnance  Office, 
War  Department,  Washington,  January  23,  1871,^  addressed  to  tbe 
Colt's  Arms  Company,  as  follows : 

"  Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

"  Washingt&Uy  January  23,  1S7L 

"  Gentlemen  :  General  Hagner  reports  the  issue  of  the  nine  GatUnjr 
guns  and  limber  ammunition-chests  only.  It  is  the  understanding  of 
this  Bureau  that  you  will  take  the  carriages,  and  orders  have  been 
given  for  the  manufacture  of  others  to  replace  them,  under  the  agree- 
ment. Will  you  please  advise  me  in  the  matter t 
"  Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

"A,  B.  DYER, 
"  Chief  of  Ordnance  United  State^t  Armj/. 
"  CoLT^s  Arms  Company, 

^^  Hartfordj  Connecticut^ 

In  this  collection  of  letters  there  does  not  seem  to  be  any  reply  to  this 
letter  with  reference  to  the  carriages? — A.  I  noticed  that  omissioa. 
There  is  no  reply  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Was  there  no  reply  at  all? — A.  There  was  no  reply  that  I  know 
of.  You  will  notice  that  in  the  letters  I  sent  yesterday  there  is  a 
letter  from  me  to  General  Hagner  on  that  subject.    That  is  on  page  7±?. 

Q.  Was  it  understood  between  you  and  Colonel  Hagner  before  that 
that  carriages  were  held  subject  to  orders  at  Watervliett — A.  I  bad  not 
any  understanding  with  General  Hagner;  but  it  seems  he  wrote  to  Gen- 
eral Dyer  that  I  only  wanted  the  guns  and  the  limbers.  Then  Dyer 
wrote  to  me  to  know.  I  then,  at  the  same  time  that  he  wrote  to  mt»- 
wrote  to  General  Hagner ;  and  very  likely  that  explains  the  transaction. 

Q.  '*The  remaining  parts  of  the  carriages  were  held  subject  to  onier 
at  Watervliet."  Was  there  a  previous  understanding  about  that  f — A. 
I  think  there  was. 

Q.  Between  whom  ? — ^A.  Between  me  and  Colonel  Crispin,  I  think. 
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By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  It  does  not  appear  by  this  correspondence  that  either  Dyer  or 
Hagner  knew  of  it? — A.  Apparently  neither  of  them  did.  I  think  it 
quite  likely  that  I  asked  Colonel  Crispin  instead  of  sending  me  the 
whole,  to  leave  the  carriages  there  until  they  were  needed. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  You  think  you  told  Colonel  Crispin  so  ?— A.  I  think  that  is  so.  It 
did  not  impress  itself  much  on  my  mind,  not  considering  it  of  much  im-. 
port^nce^  but  there  is  nothing  on  record  as  to  my  answer  to  General 
Dyer, 

Q,  Are  yon  snre  you  did  not  write  to  General  Dyer  about  it  ? — A.  I 
think  I  can  be  pretty  sure  that  I  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  keep  copies  of  your  letters  ? — A.  All  are  copied.  It  may 
be  that  I  was  here  in  Washington  after  that,  and  perhaps  verbally  in- 
formed General  Dyer  what  the  reason  was,  and  that  would  have  stopped 
any  Correspondence  on  the  subject.  If  I  had  answered  General  Dyer, 
the  answer  would  have  been  in  about  the  same  terms  that  my  answer 
to  General  Hagner  was. 

Q.  On  page  641  there  is  a  receipt  signed  by  you  and  a  letter  from 
Colonel  Crispin  to  you  apparentlj'  sending  a  blank.  IS'ow  was  that 
receipt  for  the  guns  and  carriages  sent  to  you  at  Hartford  for  signature, 
and  did  you  sign  it  there? — A.  That  I  signed  at  Hartford. 

Q.  When  you  had  the  gun-barrels  and  everything  connected  with  the 
guns  ready  (aside  from  the  carriages)  and  sent  them  to  New  York,  did 
you  then  request  tlie  gun-carriages  to  be  sent  to  New  York  also  ? — A.  I 
cannot  remember  whether  I  gave  that  order ;  I  think  not,  though,  be- 
cause that  would  have  appeared  with  this  correspondence  had  I  done 
so. 

Q.  Did  you  give  any  instructions  as  to  whom  those  carriages  should 
be  sent  to  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  You  state  in  your  testimony,  on  page  495,  that  you  understood  the 
carriages  were  to  be  sent  to  the  address  of  the  Eemingtons.  \'our  lan- 
guage waa  this :  "The  bills  were  made  out  in  their  name;  the  guns  were 
sent  to  them,  and  there  were  carriages  which  were  left  at  Watervliet  at 
the  time,  which  were  sent  down  to  New  York  to  their  address,  as  I  have 
understood.'^  Have  you  any  distinct  recollection  about  that? — A.  No. 
I  say  "as  I  have  understood''  because  I  have  always  taken  it  for 
granted,  not  hearing  anything  more,  that  they  got  the  carriages  with 
the  guns. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  When  you  speak  in  your  evidence  of  the  bills  being  made  out,  you 
refer  to  that  bill  on  page  723  ? — A.  Yes,  sir,  to  that  bill. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  So  I  understand  you  to  say  that,  witli  regard  to  the  sending  of  the 
carriages  and  the  person  to  whom  they  should  be  sent,  yon  did  not  give 
any  instructions? — ^A.  I  gave  none  at  all. 

Q.  Were  you  perhaps  at  New  York  about  the  time  when  those  car- 
riages arrived  ? — ^A.  I  think  I  was  not ;  I  heard  nothirrg;vabout  them  in 
New  York. 

Q.  Was  there  any  other  member  of  the  Colt's  Arms  Company  through 
whom  that  business  went? — A.  I  think  not;  I  am  sure  there  was 
not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  at  all  when  these  carriages  were  delivered?— A,  I 
do  not. 
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Q.  Did  yon  ever  ^ve  an  order  that  these  carriages  shoald  be  delir- 
.  ered  to  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.! — A.  I  did  not 

Q.  There  is  something  in  your  letter  which  you  addressed  to  this 
committee  the  other  day  about  a  suspension  of  the  sales.  You  conclode 
the  letter  with  the  following  sentence:  '^I  knew  that  there  had  been  a 
stoppage  of  sales  in  October,  1870;  that  the  sales  had  recommenoed 
shortly  afterward;  but  I  did  not  know  that  there  was  any  reservatioD 
as  to  purchasers."  Are  we  to  understand  that  you  knew  that  there  had 
been  a  general  stoppage  of  sales  in  October? — ^A.  That  was  my  under- 
standing. 

Q.  What  did  you  understand  it  from;  what  created  that  Impressioa 
in  your  mind? — A.  I  came  on  here  in  October  to  see  the  Turkish  minis- 
ter on  some  gun  business.  I  went  to  the  Ordnance  Department,  after 
seeing  him,  to  learn  whether  I  could  buy  certain  gnus  which  he  wanted. 
I  was  then  told  that  at  that  time  the  sales  of  arms  had  been  stopped. 

By  the  Chaieman: 

Q.  Can  you  fix  the  precise  time? — A.  I  can  only  say  it  was  in  Octo- 
ber.   1  have  not  anything  to  refresh  my  memory  in  the  matter. 

By  Mr.  SCHUEZ : 

Q.  Was  it  in  the  latter  part  of  October?  Perhaps  you  can  fix  it  in 
this  way :  you  made  an  offer  to  the  United  States  for  certain  arms?^ 
A.  Not  in  writing. 

Q.  But  Enfield  rifles,  I  believe,  by  telegraph? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Afterward,  when  they  were  awarded  to  you,  you  declined,  because 
in  the  mean  time  you  had  lost  the  bargain?  Was  it  before  or  after  that 
time  ! — A.  It  was  after  that  time. 

Q.  Then  it  must  have  been  in  the  latter  part  of  October,  for  that  was 
one  of  the  sales  which  were  to  take  place  on  the  13th  of  October,  as  the 
record  here  shows  ? — A.  It  was  probably,  then,  after  the  13th  of  Octo- 
ber. 

Q.  Then  you  say  you  understood  that  the  sales  were  stopped  en- 
tirely ? — A.  At  that  time. 

■   Q.  Did  you  make  any  inquiry  about  it  at  the  War  Department? — A- 
It  was  at  the  Ordnance  Office  I  got  that  information. 

Q.  That  the  sales  were  stopped  entirely  ? — ^A.  That  was  my  under- 
standing. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  who  told  you  so  ? — A.  I  think  either  Greneral 
Dyer  or  Colonel  Ben6t ;  I  will  not  be  positive  which  of  the  two. 

Q.  Did  they  inform  you  for  what  reason  ? — A.  They  did  not. 

Q.  You  say  also  that  the  sales  recommenced  shortly  afterward  ? — A 
Ye«,  sir. 

Q.  How  did  you  get  that  information  ? — A.  Only  general  rumor.  I 
knew  that  arms  were  being  sold  by  the  United  States  afterward,  and 
therefore  I  knew  that  the  sales  had  recommenced. 

Q.  So  you  did  not  receive  any  information  in  an  authoritative  way 
from  the'Oidnance  Bureau  in  New  York  ? — A.  No. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  generally  understood  among  arms- 
men  at  that  time,  when  you  were  informed  here  that  the  sales  hs^  been 
suspended,  that  such  was  the  fact ! — A.  I  do  not  know.  I  did  not  know 
it  until  I  came  here  and  made  these  inquiries  about  gUns  for  Turkey.  I 
was  then  informed  that  the  sales  had  been  stopped. 

Q.  Did  you  want  to  buy  arms  for  Turkey  ? — A.  Yes,  that  was  my  pur- 
pose. 

Q.  Did  you  make  a  formal  application? — A.  A  verbal  application.  I 
made  an  ofi'er  in  words,  asking  whether  I  could  get  100,000  arms  for 
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such  a  price,  and  I  was  informed  that  the  sale  of  arms  was  stopped, 
and  that  at  any  rate  the  price  was  low. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  Those  were  for  Turkey,  you  state  ! — xV.  Yes,  sir.  I  may  say  here 
that  the  matter  did  not  amount  to  anything,  and  I  had  not  much  hope 
that  it  would  when  I  went  to  make  inquiry. 

By  Mr.  Sohubz  : 

Q.  This  statement  occurred  in  your  letter,  and  the  main  point  I 
wanted  to  know  was  whether  you  understood  that  the  sales  had  been 
actually  stopped  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Did  you  know  or  did  you  learn  when  you  were  here  that  there  had 
been  a  postponement  of  certain  propositions  about  the  middle  of  Octo- 
ber, so  that  there  was  a  suspension  of  doing  anything  1 — A.  I  knew 
nothing  about  any  propositions  at  all.  I  only  heard  in  general  terms 
that  sales  had  been  suspended. 

Mr.  ScHURZ,  (to  the  chairman.)  What  you  refer  to  is  probably  the 
postponement  from  the  13th  t-o  the  18th. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  exactly  what  I  mean,  and  that  is  the  only 
suspension  which  took  place,  and  it  is  the  one  the  witness  heard  of,  no 
doubt. 

By  Mr.  Schxtrz  : 

Q.  Bid  you  understand  at  the  time  you  made  your  oflTer  for  several 
thousand  Enflelds  that  the  bids  which  were  to  have  been  opened  on  the 
13th  of  October  were  not  to  be  opened  on  that  date,  but  that  their  open- 
ing wa«  postponed  until  the  18th  ? — A.  Yes ;  some  information  of  that 
kind  was  given  me  by  telegraph. 

Q.  Does  the  suspension  of  the  sales  of  which  you  were  informed  at 
the  Ordnance  Bureau  refer  to  that  postponement  f — A.  I  did  not  under 
stand  it  to  so  refer. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  Colonel  Ben^t  did  not  so  understand  that  that 
was  what  he  did  mean  when  he  spoke  about  the  suspension  ? — A.  I  do 
not  know;  but  it  is  my  clear 'impression  that  the  transaction  with  regard 
to  my  proposition  for  the  Enflelds  was  closed  before  I  came  here  about 
this  other  matter. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Was  your  understanding,  from  what  you  heard  from  Colonel  Ben<5t, 
that  offers  for  arms  could  not  be  received  generally,  on  account  of  a 
suspension  of  the  sales  ? — A.  That  was  my  impression. 

Q.  And  was  it  for  that  reason  that  you  did  not  make  a  formal  offer  f — 
A.  Ko;  not  at  all.  At  the  same  time  this  information  was  given  me  I 
was  informed  that  probably  in  a  few  days  that  would  all  be  over  and 
the  sales  would  recommence,  and  if  I  had  found  that  I  could  have  got 
the  arms  at  the  price  I  wanted  them,  then  the  negotiation  would  have 
gone  further,  probably. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  What  were  your  relations  with  the  Ordnance  Department — ^friendly 
or  otherwise  I— A.  Perfectly  friendly. 

Q.  You  would  have  had  all  the  advantage  that  any  other  merchant  in 
arms  had !— A.  I  think  I  would. 
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By  the  Chairman  : 

Q,  The  Government  paid  for  the  pew  Gatling  guns  only  what  they 
got  for  the  old,  I  believe  f — A.  That  was  all. 

Q.  Is  there  any  date  by  which  you  can  find  the  precise  time  yon  were 
informed  the  sales  had  been  stopped  or  suspended  f — A.  No,  sir;  per- 
haps my  name  is  on  the  books  of  the  hotel  at  the  Arlington,  but  I  doubt 
it.    I  do  not  know. 

By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  Can  you  remember  whether  you  were  here  and  received  that  in- 
formation after  the  great  sales  had  been  made  which  were  closed  on  the 
20th  of  October  1 — A.  1  think  it  was  after  the  great  sales  had  been  made. 

Q.  And  that  then  you  received  the  information  that  the  sales  had  been 
suspended  ! — A.  That  is  my  impression. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Did  you  get  anything  more  than  a  general  impression ;  was  there 
any  particular  condition  about  the  sales  that  impresses  you  f — A.  iNoth- 
ing  particular ;  this  was  a  mere  general  conversation ;  I  asked  what  I 
could  get  100,000  guns  for. 

By  Mr.  SCHURZ : 

Q.  And  the  reply  was  what? — A.  I  think  a  price  was  given  me,  and 
then  1  was  asked  to  see  Colonel  Crispin  in  New  York  about  it,  and  did 
see  him  when  I  got  back  to  New  York ;  and  I  was  under  the  impression 
that  it  was  stated  to  me  that  the  matter  could  not  be  determined  then 
anyhow,  but  that  in  a  few  days  the  sales  would  be  opened  again. 

Q.  That  the  matter  could  be  determined  then,  because  sales  had  been 
suspended  and  would  be  reopened  afterward. — A.  That  was  my  im- 
pression. 

Q.  Did  the  deposit  of  $14,400  which  was  made  at  the  Ordnance  Oflfice 
in  New  York  go  into  your  hands  after  you  had  delivered  the  guns  to  the 
United  States  ? — A.  It  did ;  that  is,  the  balance  which  was  left  after  the 
carriages  were  paid  for  came  into  our  hands. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  In  payment  for  the  guns  you  manufactured  ? — A.  Yes,  sir. 
By  Mr.  Schurz  : 

Q.  When  I  was  asking  about  an  equivalent  furnished  yon,  I  wai? 
driving  at  that  point,  whether  the  payment  for  the  superior  gnns  you 
manufactured  in  exchange  for  the  inferior  guns  was  in  the  balance  of 
that  deposit  which  afterward  went  into  your  hands  t — A.  We  got  out 
of  that  balance  the  same  compensation  from  the  Gatling  Gun  Company 
that  we  would  have  got  if  we  had  made  nine  guns  for  anybody  else. 

Q.  I  understand  you  got  your  regular  price ! — A.  Yes,  sir. 

By  Mr.  Ames  : 

Q.  You  cannot  have  made  a  mistake  about  the  suspension  of  the  sale 
of  these  arms.  You  speak  of  this  as  having  taken  pljice  in  October,  1S70. 
It  could  not  have  been  the  following  j^ear.  There  was  a  suspension 
later! — A.  I  think  I  can  tell  when  I  get  to  Hartford  the  precise  day 
when  I  was  here. 

Mr.  ScHTJRZ.    Be  kind  enough  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  you  would ;  or  if  you  should  find  your  name 
on  the  register  here,  have  the  kindness  to  let  us  know. 

By  Mr.  Schurz: 

Q.  When  you  had  your  conversations  with  General  Dyer  or  other 
officers  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  about  this  Gathing  gun  transaction, 
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about  tlie  time  you  came  to  an  agreement  with  him,  was  there,  at  any 
such  conversation,  Mr.  Bemington  or  any  of  his  agents  present? — A. 
There  was  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  have  a  conversation  with  General  Dyer  about  the 
compensation  you  were  to  get  for  the  superior  guns  you  furnished  ? — A. 
Yea,  the  agreement  was  that  we  were  to  furnish  these  guns  for  the  same 
price  and  without  any  cost  to  the  United  States. 

Q.  And  it  was  the  understanding  that  that  deposit  should  afterwards 
go  into  your  hands  f — A.  Certainly. 


Washington,  April  10, 1872. 
C.  J.  McGowAN  recalled. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Question.  In  what  manner  was  the  deposit  of  $14,400  made,  relative 
to  Gatling  guns,  at  the  ordnance  office  in  New  York  f — Answer.  There 
was  a  check  brought  there  on,  I  think,  the  0th  of  January,  1871,  for 
814,400,  (in  accordance  with  the  letter  from  the  Ordnance  Office  of  Jan- 
uary oth,)  on  the  First  National  Bank  of  the  Bepublic. 

Q.  A  cashier's  check! — A.  A  cashier's  check.  Who  brought  it  in — 
whether  it  was  a  bank  messenger,  or  whether  it  was  a  messenger  from 
Austin  Baldwin  &  Co. — I  cannot  state.  The  check  does  not  state  who 
was  the  drawer  of  it,  but  was  brought  in  there  to  be  credited  to  the 
Colt's  Arms  Compan}-.  as  $14,400  deposited  by  them,  and  was  so  credited 
to  them,  and  remained  with  us  until  the  nine  guns  were  returned  and 
the  payment  made,  back  in  September,  1871. 

By  Mr.  Ajsies  : 

Q.  Have  you  no  means  of  knowing  who  made  the  deposit  ? — A.  Not 
at  this  date,  there  were  so  many  checks  coming  in.  They  came  in  often 
by  messenger  from  the  parties,  and  they  came  sometimes  by  bank  mes- 
senger.   We  could  not  tell  who  the  checks  were  drawn  by. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  It  was  understood  there  as  coming  from  the  Colt's  Arms  Company  t 
A.  Yes,  sir  j  for  that  purpose. 


Washington,  April  20, 1872. 

The  Chairman  presented  the  following  communication  from  the  Ord- 
nance Office : 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Wcmhington,  April  19,  1872. 

»3iR:  First.  In  compliance  with  the  accompanying  pencil  memorandum 
of  Senator  Schurz,  I  transmit  herewith  copies  of  "all  the  telegrams  sent 
and  received  by  the  War  Department,  connected  with  sales  of  arms, 
from  September  15,  1870,  until  April  15,  1871,  originals  or  copies." 

Second.  Referring  to  another  pencil  memorandum,  also  accompjinying, 
asking  for  "letter  from  General  Dyer  to  Mr.  Wiard,  end  of  January  or 
early  in  February,  1871,"  I  have  to  state  that  the  records  of  this  office 
do  not  show  that  any  letter  was  written  to  Norman  Wiard,  either  in  1870 
or  1871,  relative  to  sale  of  arms. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENI5T, 

Major  of  Ordnance, 
The  Chair^ian  of  the  Committee  to  Investi/fate 

Sales  of  Armsj  Seriate  of  the  United  States. 
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TELEGRAMS  RECEIVED  AT  AND  SENT  FROM  ORDNANCE   OFFICE  FROM 
SEPTEMBER  8, 1870,  TO  APRIL  15, 1871,  CONNECTED  WITH  SALE  OF  ARil> 

[By  telegram  from  Hartford,  Connecticut,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 
3.53]  September  8, 1S70. 

To  General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Gau  this  company  purchase  cleaned  Enfields  of  the  United  States!  If 
yes,  at  what  price  for  60,000  or  100,000 1    Answer  paid. 

FBANKLIX, 

CoWs  Company, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WashingtoHj  September  9, 1870L 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Houston  and  Greene  Streets,  New  York  : 

General  Franklin  wants  fifty  or  one  hundred  thousand  cleaned  Eo 
fields,  and  at  what  price  ?  Answer  him  by  telegraph,  and  report  tbe 
same  here. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  dx. 


4. 15]  New  York,  September  19. 

Major  S.  V.  Ben:6t,  Ordnance  Office,  Washington : 

Have  sent  General  Franklin  the  following :   '*  Four  dollars  is  recom- 
mended for  cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields." 

S.  CRISPEN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  United  States  Army, 


[By  telegraph  from  Ilion,  N.  Y.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 
9.20]  Septeihber  16, 1870. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Can  you  furnish  combustible  cartridges  for  Army  revolvers.    If  so, 
what  quantity  and  price  f    Answer. 

E.  EEMmOTON  &  SOXS. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  September  16, 1870. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  Houston  and  Greene,  Kew  York: 

Eemington  asks  if  we  can  funiish  combustible  cartridges  for  anny  n^ 
volvers :  if  so,  quantity  and  price.    Answer  him  by  telegraph  at  llit>o 

S.  V.  BENET, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  September  16, 1870. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Comer  Houston  and  Chreene^  New  Torh : 

Limits  on.  Springfield  catalogue  are  approved. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance, 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  September  17, 1870. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Comer  Houston  and  Oreene^  New  York : 

Tfour  recommendation  as  to  price  of  Sharp's  linen  cartridges  approved. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 

New  York,  September  17—7.02. 
Major  S.  V.  BENifiT, 

Ordnance  officer j  Washington : 

Letter  regarding  Spencer  carbines  will  be  re-mailed  to-morrow. 

S.  CRISPm, 
Brevet  CoUmelj  U.  8.  A.j  Major  of  Ordnance. 


New  York,  September  17—6.23. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance  J  Washington : 

Bemington  wants  four  million  army-pistol  cartridges  at  established 
prices,  aud  one  million  at  once.  I  can  draw  all  on  hand  at  Fraukford, 
but  in  order  to  be  in  time  they  must  be  shipped  at  once.  Please  tele- 
graph me  to-morrow  authority  to  sell  and  how  many  the  Department 
will  furnish,  and  from  what  points  they  can  be  drawn. 

S.  OBISPEST, 
Bvt.  OoL,  U.  S.  A.J  Maj.  of  Ord. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Wa^shingtonj  September  18, 1870. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Comer  Houston  and  Greene: 

Sell  four  million ;  draw  one  from  Frankord  and  New  York,  remainder 
from  Allegheny  aud  Washington. 

8.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 

[By  telegraph  from  Baton  Roage^  La.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

September  19, 1870—12.55. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance ;. 

Wrote  to  Dusenberry  fifteenth  of  August.    I  would  deliver  tenth 
September.    Telegraphed  sixteenth  September.     Have  not  received 
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answer,  nor  has  lie  arrived.    Would  you  approve  annulment  of  sak. 
Wythe  and  Brothers  will  take  case-shot  same  price. 

J.  W.  TODD, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  September  21, 1870. 

Major  J.  W.  Todd, 

United  States  Arsenal,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana: 

Basenbury  has  gone  to  Baton  Eouge  to  ship  storei^. 

S.  V.  BENET, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 

[By  telegraph  from  LoweU.] 

W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Depart>cent, 

September  21, 1870—11.13. 

General  Dyer,  Chief  Ordnance : 

How  many,  •at  what  price,  of  infantry  arms  and  carbines,  can  I  buy 
of  the  Government,  and  prices!    Please  answer  by  telegraph. 

BENJ.  F.  BUTLEB. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  Sept.  21, 1870. 

Hon.  B.  F.  Butler,  Lowell,  Mass. : 

Please  apply  to  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  comer  Houston  and  Greene,  Xew 
York,  for  information  about  arms. 

S.  V.  BEXfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  September  21, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  Houston  and  Greene,  Netc  Yorh : 

General  Butler  may  apply  for  purchase  of  arms,  with  price,  &c.    Give 
him  the  usual  information. 

8.  Y.  BEN15T, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  September  21, 1870. 

Colonel  E.  H.  K.  Whiteley, 

Allegheny  Arsenal,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania  : 

Send  to  New  York  arsenal,  invoiced  to  Colonel  Crispin,  freight  to  be 
paid  by  him,  all  serviceable  pistol  cartridges,  ciiliber  .44. 
Must  reach  New  Y^ork  by  28th. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 

*May  be  "and  what  kind"  Instead  of  "what  price.*' — Operator. 
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Ordnance  Oppioe,  War  Department, 

Washington^  ISepteinher  21,  1870. 

Major  S.  Ckispin, 

Comer  Houston  and  Oreene,  New  TorJc : 

Your  recommendations  in  relation  to  Spencer  carbines  and  cartridges, 
and  Kemington  carbines,  are  approved. 

S.  Y.  BEN^ex, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  22.] 

W.  XJ.  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

September  22,  1870^12.15. 

Major  S.  V.  Ben^t,  Ordnance  Office : 

Please  telegraph  Alleghany  and  Washington  not  to  ship  pistol-cart- 
ridges applied  for  twentieth  instant,  until  further  advices. 

S.  CRISPIN. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WashingtoHj  September  22,  1870. 
Colonel  R.  H.  K.  Whiteley, 

Alleghany  Arsenial^  Pittsburgh^  Pa. : 

Do  not  ship  pistol-cartridges  till  further  orders. 
Repeat  to  Captain  Eddie,  Washington  arsenal. 

S.  V.  BEXET, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  Pittsburgh,  Pa.] 

W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

September  23,  1870—9.30. 

Gen.  A.  B.  Diter,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

Telegram  received.    Pistol-cartridges  in  cars  ready  to  go  forward. 

R.  H.  K.  V>  HITELEY, 

Colonel  of  Ordnance, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  September  23, 1870. 
Col  R.  n.  K.  Whiteley, 

Alleghany  Arsenal^  Pittsburgh^  Pa. : 

I^t  the  cartridges  in  cars  go  forward. 

S.  Y.  BEXET, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  September  24,  1870.] 

W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

September  24, 1870—11  a.  m. 

To  Major  S.  V.  Ben^t,  Ordnance  Office : 

Remington  wants  aboat  three  million  Navy  pistol-cartridges  at  e$raK 
lislied  prices.  Please  authorize  sale.  I  shall  draw  from  New  Yorkao*] 
Franktord.  * 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Bvt  Col.  U.  8.  A.<,  Major  of  Ordnana. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WashingtoHj  Sqptetnber  24, 1870. 

M^gor  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  Houston  and  Greene^  New  York : 

Sell  Navy  cartridges.    Draw  also  from  Washington  arsenal  if  nece>- 
sary. 

S.  V.  benet, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ilion,  New  York,  September  24—6.58  p.  m. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington: 

Can  we  buy  of  Government,  at  not  exceeding  four  dollars  and  fiftr 
cents  each,  fitty  thousand  Springfields,  good  quality,  with  bayonets,  ia 
good  order,' ready  for  use,  boxed  and  delivered  in  New  York  bj  USili 
or  29th  instant — 28th  preterred.    Payment  on  deliverv. 

E.  REiMlNGTON  &  SONS. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  Septanber  25, 1S70. 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  Houston  and  Oreene^  New  York : 

Remington  offers  four  dollars  fifty  cents  each,  for  fifty  thousaiKl 
Springfields  in  good  order,  with  bayonets  boxed,  and  delivered,  Xe* 
York,  twenty-eighth. 
Answer  him  by  telegraph  and  report. 

S.  V.  BENET, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


•      Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtony  September  27, 1S7(X 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Comer  Houston  and  Greene^  Netc  York : 

Your  recommendation  as  to  sale  of  forty-two  thousand  cleaned  Spriii: 
fields  approved. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnanct 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  28, 1870.] 

W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

September  28,  1870—11.20. 

To  Major  S.  Y.  Ben^t, 

Ordnance  Office : 

Remington  was  telegraphed  offering  the  Springflelds  at  six.  He  de- 
clines, and  states  that  the  utmost  price  he  will  give  is  five  dollars.  Will 
the  Department  accept  f    Please  reply  by  telegraph. 

S.  OEISPIN, 
Brevet  Cohnely  United  States  Army. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WashingtoHj  September  28, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Houston  and  Greene,  New  York : 

Sell  to  Bemington  five  dollars  each  for  Springfields. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance, 


[By  telegraph  from  Springfield,  Massachusetts,  29, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

September  29^  1870—12,48. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Am  offered  five  dollars  each  for  seven  old  anserviceabie  Colt's  dra- 
goon pistols.    They  were  overlooked  in  condemnation.    Can  I  sell  ? 

J.  G.  BENTON, 

Major,  Commanding* 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washin{iton,  September  29, 1870, 

Major  J.  S.  Benton, 

Commanding  United  States  Armory,  Springfield,  Mass,: 

Sell  seven  pistols,  at  five  dollars  each. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  in  charge. 


New  York,  September  29, 1870—6.44. 

Colonel  S.  V.  Ben6t, 

Ordnance  Office,  Washington : 

Under  your  instructions  of  the  21st  instant,  S.,  H.,  and  G.  were 
offered  Spencers  at  twenty.  They  offer  to-day  eighteen  for  five  thou- 
sand. Will  the  Department  accept  I  If  so,  please  telegraph  at  once. 
Two  million  ciirtridges  go  with  the  arms.  If  sold,  tbey  must  be  ordered 
from  Fraukford  here  at  once.    Dispatch  is  urgent. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U,  8,  A,y  Major  of  Ordnance, 
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United  States  Obdnawcb  Agency,  October  1,  VTA 

EespectfuUy  returned  to  Colonel  Crispin.     The  oflfer  of  Scliayk. 
Hartley  &  Graham  is  declined. 
The  Spencer  carbines  will  be  held  at  $20  each. 

S.  V.  BBXfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  in  charge  of  Bwrea^ 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WasMngtoTij  September  30, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Houston  and  OreenCy  New  York: 

See  Secretary  at  Fifth  Avenue  Hotel.    If  he  authorizes  sale,  draw 
carbines  and  musket  cartridges  from  Frankford. 

WM.  MAYNADIER, 

Colonel  of  Ordnance, 


LBy  telegraph  from  New  York,  30, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph, 
War  Department^  September  30,  1870 — 12.55. 

To  Major  S.  V.  Ben^t,  Ordnance  Office : 

Letter  of  September  29,  authorizing  sale  to  Eemington  of  cleaned  and 
repaired  Springfields,  received.  Your  telegram  of  the  25th  instant  givt^ 
Eemingtou's  proposition  as  including  boxes,  and  his  acceptance  isl^stni 
on  these  terms.  Please  authorize  the  sale,  including  boxes,  the  arm> 
now  being  lightered  prior  to  delivery.  Please  reply  at  once  by  telt- 
graph. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Colonel  United  State9  Armf. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  September  30, 1S70. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  Houston  and  Oreene,  yew  York : 

Bores  may  be  included  in  price  of  the  muskets. 

W.  MAYNADIER, 
Colofiel  of  OrdHanee. 


Kew  York,  October  1, 1870. 
Colonel  P.  V.  Haoner, 

Commanding  Watervliet  Arsenal^  West  Troy^  New  York: 

Please  ship  to  Major  Crispin  at  once  five  huiidred  Spencer  carbines, 
caliber  .50,  new,  and  two  hundred  and  forty  cleaned  and  repaired. 

S.  V.  BEXET, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  in  charpe. 
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[Telegram.] 

Dated  Few  York,  1870;  received  at  1  p.  m.,  October  3. 

To  Colonel  S.  Crispin  : 

Will  United  States  Government  sell  us  another  fifty  thousand  good 
quality  iSpriugfields  on  same  conditions  as  last,  delivering  in  one  week  ? 
It  is  important  to  know  today. 

E.  remingto:n^  &  sons. 

Per  W.  O.  SQUIRE.      . 
Answer  care  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  70  Broadway. 

[Indorsement.] 

United  States  Ordnance  Agency, 

New  YorTc^  October  4, 1870. 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance,  with  the  remarks  that 
the  limits  of  August  L^8, 1869,  were  respectively  $8  and  $10  for  100,000 
cleaned  and  repaired  and  100,000  new  Springfields,  duly  advertised  in 
conformity  to  law. 

No  sales  have  been  effected  at  these  figures. 

It  is  not  seen,  however,  in  view  of  the  present  demand,  that  the 
cleaned  and  repaired,  bid  for  herein,  should  be  held  at  less  than  the 
above-mentioned  limits. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  United  States  Army^  Major  of  Ordnance. 

New  York,  October  4, 1870. 

Respectfully  returned  to  Major  Crispin,  with  the  instructions  that  the 
new  Springfields,  caliber  .58,  shall  be  held  at  $12  each,  and  the  cleaned 
and  repaired  at  $8  each. 

S.  V.  BENET, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  in  charge  of  Bureau. 


New  York,  October  4, 187d. 

Colonel  T.  J.  Treadtvell, 

Commanding  Frankford  Arsenal^  Philadelphiay  Pa, : 

If  you  are  breaking  up  caliber  fifty -eight  ammunition,  suspend  for 
present. 

8.  Y.  BEN^ET, 
Major  of  Ordnance^  in  charge. 


New  YoRk,  October  4, 1870. 

Colonel  P.  V.  Hagxer, 

Commanding  Watervleit  Arsenal j  West  Troy^  New  Torh : 

If  you  are  breaking  up  fifty-eight  caliber  ammunition,  please  suspend 
for  the  present* 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  in  cliarge. 
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BTew  York,  October  4, 1870. 

Colonel  R  H.  K.  Whiteley, 

Commanding  Alleghany  Arsenal^  Pittsburgh^  Pennsylvania : 

Suspend  breaking  up  caliber  fifty-eight  cartridges  for  the  present 

S.  Y.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  in  charge. 


[By  telegraph  from  West  Troy,  New  York,  October  4,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph, 
War  Department^  October  5, 1870—0^. 

To  Major  S.  V.  BeniSt,  Ordnance  Office : 

Am  breaking  up  Sharp's  cartridges  only.' 

P.  V.  HAGNER, 
Colonel  of  Ordwance. 


BTew  York,  October  4, 1870. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Care  of  Commanding  Officer.  8t.  Louis  Arsenal,  St.  Louis,  Missouri: 

Demands  for  arms  are  immense  and  increasing.  Your  presence  in 
New  York  at  once  is  important  to  determine  questions  arising  every 
moment.    Beply. 

8.  V.  BENET, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  in  charge  of  Bureau. 


New  York,  October  14, 1870. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Care  of  Commanding  Officer  of  Leavenworth  Arsenal, 

Leavenworth,  Kansas : 
Demands  for  arms  are  immense  and  increasing.    Your  presence  in 
New  York  at  once  is  important  to  determine  questions  arising  every 
moment.    Beply. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  in  charge  of  Bureau. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  o,  1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  Houston  and  Oreene,  Neic  York : 

Recommendation  as  to  Springfield  and  batteries  approved.    Letter 
by  mail. 

J.  P.  KELLER, 

Chief  CM. 
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Western  Union  Teleoraph  Company, 
Leavenworth^  Kansas^  October  5, 1870. — Ee^eived  2.41. 

Colonel  S.  V.  Ben^t,  Army  Building  : 

Ben^t's  telegram  received.  Grispiii  knows  market  valae  of  stores 
better  than  I  do.  Eecommend  acceptance  of  all  offers  approved  by 
him.  Befer  all  cases  of  doabt  to  me  by  telegraph,  and,  if  necessary,  in 
cipher.  I  leave  to-day  for  Saint  Louis,  to  remain  until  Sunday.  Expect 
to  reach  Washington  next  Tuesday. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Western  Union  Telegraph  Company, 

Philadelphia^  October  5, 1870. 

To  Major  13.  Crispin,  Corner  of  Houston  and  OreenCj  New  York : 

If  Bemington  makes  you  offer  for  Springfields,  refer  it  with  remarks 
to  Bureau  for  action.    I  return  to  Washington  to-night. 

S.  V.  B. 


Western  Union  Telegraph  Company, 

Dated  New  York^  October  5, 1870. 
Received  at  Continental  Hotel  8.30  ji.  m. 
To  Col.  H.  V.  Ben^t, 

Acting  Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  8.  A.j  C.  H. : 

We  want  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  Springfields,  of  good  qual- 
ity, with  ammunition,  delivered  in  cases,  on  wharf  at  New  York.  Will 
the  Government  name  lowest  price,  by  telegraph,  to  Colonel  Crispin,  to- 
morrow. Time  important.  I  will  go  to  Washington,  to  confer  with 
yourself  and  the  Secretary  of  War,  if  you  think  advisable.  Have 
already  seen  Crispin,  and  taken  his  advice.  If  you  require  an  offer,  we 
are  ready  to  make  one.  Answer,  W.  C.  Squire,  at  Hoffman  House,  to- 
iiightr,  if  possible,  or  early  in  the  morning. 

E.  BEMINGTON  &  SONS, 
Per  W.  C.  SQUIRE.^ 


Philadelphia,  October  6, 1870. 

To  W.  C.  Squire, 

Hoffman  HousCy  New  York: 

Telegram  received.    Make  offer  to  Colonel  Crispin. 

S.  V.  B. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  6, 1870. 

Wm.  Eead  &  Son, 

13  Faneuil  Hall  Square,  Boston,  Massachusetts: 

Sale  of  arms  exclusively  intrusted  to  Colonel  Crispin. 

WM.  MA  YNADIER, 
Colonel  of  Ordnance,  in  temporary  charge. 
49  s  A 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Departmnet, 

Washingion^  October  7,  ISKn 
Col.  8.  Crispin, 

Comer  Houston  and  Oreene : 

Take  no  action  on  Springfldds  and  cartridges.    McGowan  will  infora 
you.    He  leaves  to-night. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


New  York,  October  7 — 5.04  p.  m. 
Major  S.  V.  Ben]6t, 

Ordnance  Office,  Washington : 

Please  iustrnct  Colonel  Hagner  to  ship  to  my  address  one  million 
cartridges,  caliber  .50,  [fifty,]  to  arrive  here  not  later  than  Monday 
morning. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  United  States  Army. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  7, 1870. 
Colonel  P.  V.  Hagner, 

Watervliet  Arsenal : 

Please  ship  to  Major  Crispin  one  million  cartridges,  caliber  .53,  to  reaeb 
-NTew  York  Monday  morning. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 
Major  of  Ordtiana. 

Telegraph  operator  requested  to  correct. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph.  War  Department, 
•  '     October  8,  1870—12.50. 

To  M^jor  S.  V.  Ben6t,  Ordnance  Office  : 

Private  soarces  report  that  large  quantities  of  fifty-eight  ammunition 
is  being  broken  up  at  Baton  Rouge.  Is  this  so  f  If  so,  I  would- recom- 
meud  it  be  stopped. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colofielj  United  States  Army,  Major  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  8, 1870. 

Major  J.  W.  Todd, 

U.  8.  Arsenalj  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana: 

If  yon  have  anv  .58  caliber  cartridges,  do  not  break  them  up. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  1870.]     ^ 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  8, 1870—12.60. 

To  Major  S.  V.  Ben^t,  Ordnance  Office : 

Benton  telegraphs  if  he  can  sell  the  withdrawn  serviceable  and  un- 
serviceable Spriogfields  at  the  limits.  Please  direct  him  to  suspend 
action.  He  has  been  telegraphed  that  I  woald  refer  the  matter  to  the 
Bureau. 

S.  CEISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonelj  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  D.  C,  October  8, 1870. 

Major  J.  G.  Benton,  United  States  Armory^  Springfieldj  Massaxuhusetts  : 

Sell  no  Springfields  unless  specially  instructed^ 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 

»  ^— ^~^^^ 

[Received  at  Washington,  October  8 — 8.42  p.  m.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph, 

Baton  EougCj  La,j  October  8, 1870. 

S.  V.  Ben:6t, 

Major  of  Ordnance^  Washington : 

Fifty-eight  cartridges  already  broken  up. 

WM.  BANDY, 
For  MAJOR  TODD. 

•  

LBy  telegram  from  New  York,  10, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  13,  1870—2.07. 

Colonel  S.  V.  Ben^jt, 

U.  8.  A.  War  Department^  Ordnance  Bureau : 

I  will  be  in  Washington  to-morrow  on  further  business  connected 
with  our  proposition. 

W.  C.  SQUIRE. 

[Telegram.] 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  10, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Houston  and  OreenCj  New  York : 

You  are  authorized  to  sell  at  not  less  than  prices  named  herein : 
Cleaned  Springfields,  eighteen  dollars  fifty  cents ;  one  hundred  thou- 
sand new,  ten  dollars  fifty  cents ;  Remington  carbines,  thirteen  dollars ; 
Remington  cartridges,  eighteen  dollars  thousand;  thirty  millions  .b>^ 
cartridges,  thirteen  dollars  seventy-five  cents  thousand. 
Letter  by  mail.  * 

S.  V.  BENET, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  Oc>tober  10,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  10,  1870-1^). 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

We  offer  five  thoasand  Springfields,  each  cleaned  and  repaired  new, 
ten  thousand  in  all,  six  dollars  and  seventy-five  cents  each,  with  phr 
liege  of  ten  thoasand  more,  same  price,  and  two  million  cartridges  for 
ditto,  thirteen  dollars  fifty.  Ten  thousand  guns  and  cartridges  for  ditto 
must  be  here  on  Wednesday  morning.    Answer  at  once. 

SOHUYLEE,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 


[Telegram.] 

^Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  October  10, 1870. 

Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  Kew  York  : 

Telegram  received  and  offer  declined  as  insnfiicient.« 

S.  V.  BENET, 

Major  of  Ordnanet. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

•    WaMngtoHj  October  11, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Houston  and  OreenCj  New  Yorlc : 

You  will  probably  get  bids  for  arms  to-day  from  Washington  direct » 
or  through  this  Bureau. 

S.  V.  BEN^T,  I 

Major  of  Ordnance, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  12, 1870. 

Stop  breaking  up  12-pounder  ammunition. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnamt. 
Telegraph  this  to — 

1.  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  P.  Kingsbury,  United  States  arsenal.  Water 
town,  Massachusetts. 

2.  Captain  R.  M.  Hill,  United  States  arsenal,  Indianapolis,  Indiana. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  12, 1867. 

Stop  breakingnp  12-pounderammunition  and  Sharp's  linen  cartridges 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnmet. 
Telegraph  this  to — 

1.  Colonel  R.  H.  K.  Whiteley,  Allegheny  arsenal,  Pittfiburgfa,  Penn 
sylvahia. 

2.  Colonel   P.  V.  Hagner,  Commanding  Watervliet  arsenal,  ^V'ej^t 
Troy,  New  York, 
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3.  Major  T.  J.  Treadwell,  Frankford  arsenal,  Philadelphia,  Peun- 
sylvania. 

4.  Gaptaih  J.  H.  EoUins,  United  States  arsenal,  Saint  Ix)ai8,  Mis- 
souri. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  October  12, 1870. 

Stop  breaking  up  Sharp's  linen  cartridges. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Telegraph  this  to— 

1.  Major  J.  McNutt,  United  States  arsenal,  Golumbus,  Ohio. 

2.  Captain  D.  W.  Flagler,  United  States  arsenal,  Angosta,  Creorgia. 

3.  Captain  M.  J.  Grealish,  United  States  arsenal,  Pikesville,  Mary- 
land. 

4.  Captain  W.  H.  Eexford,  United  States  arsenal,  Mount  Vernon, 
Alabama. 


Ordnancb  Office,  War  Department, 

WashingUmj  October  12, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Comer  of  Hounton  and  OreenCj  New  York : 

Sell  four  miUion  cartridges  to  Winchester,  at  sixteen  twenty-five  per 
thousand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  13, 1870. 

[Immediate.] 

General  W.  B.  Franklin,  Hartford^  Connecticut  : 

Sealed  bids  will  be  opened  at  noon  to-day  at  this  oflBce.    Bid  by  tele- 
graph  for  all  new  Enfields  on  hand*    Seven  insufficient,  and  declined^ 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegT»irfi  from  Hartfofd,  Cannactieat^  13, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  13, 1870-2.20. 
To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 
Will  give  seven  dollars  and  fifty  cents  for  all  new  Enfields.    Answer. 

W.  B.  FBANKLIK. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  13, 1870. 
General  W.  B.  Franklin, 

Sarffardj  Connecticut : 

Time  for  receiving  bids  extended  till  Saturday  next  at  2  p.  m.    Pttv 
posals  by  mail. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnanee. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  13, 1S70. 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Comer  Houston  and  OreenCj  New  York : 

Kotify  Mr.  Steinberger  that  time  for  receiving  and  opening  bids  is 
extended  till  Saturday,  fifteenth,  at  2  p.  m. 

A.  B.  DYEB, 

jjhiefof  Ordndnct, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  13, 1870. 

William  B^ad  &  Sons,  Boston^  Massachusetts : 

Sealed  bids  will  be  received  tCl  Saturday  next,  at  2  p.  m.,  for  the  sale 
of  Springfields  and  Enfields,  new,  and  cleaned  and  repaired,  and  for  am- 
munition.   Proposals  by  mail.    Telegraphic  bids  will  be  received. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  Boston,  Massachusetts,  14.] 

Western  Union  TELEaRAPH,  War  Department, 

October  14,  1870—12.54. 
To  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Where  shall  we  send  bids  for  the  arms;  to  you  or  to  Colonel  Crispin, 
in  Kew  York  f    Answer  by  telegraph. 

WM.  READ  &  SO>S. 


[Telegram.] 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  October  14, 1870. 

Bead  &  Sons, 

13  Faneuil  Hallj  Boston^  Ma>ssachusetts : 

Send  bid  to  this  office. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  17, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 
»  October  14, 1870^12.54. 

To  Colonel  8.  Crispin, 

Ordnance  Office^  care  Oeneral  Dyer : 

Do  I  get  the  five  thousand  Spencers,  .52  caliber,  at  my  bid  ?    If  not, 
what  price  can  I  have  them  ? 

O.  F.  WINCHESTER. 


[Telegram.  1 

Ordnance  Office/War  Department, 

Washingtofij  October  14, 1870. 

O.  8.  X.  Peck, 

43  I^ine  street^  New  York  : 

Bids  for  maskets  and  cartridges  will  be  received  till  2  o'clock  tO' 
morrow. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  14, 1870. 

Send,  at  once,  by  fast  freight,  to  Colonel  Crispin,  all  Remington  car- 
bines, caliber  .50,  on  hand,  and  advise  him  of  time  of  shipment  and 
probable  arrival. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 
Telegraph  this  to — 
1.'  Colonel  R.  H.  K.  Whiteley,  Allegheny  arsenal,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

2.  Captain  A.  Mordecai,  United  States  arsenal,  Fort  Leavenworth, 
Eans. 

3.  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  P.Kingsbury,  United  States  arsenal.  Water- 
town,  Mass. 

4.  Major  J.  O.  Benton,  United  States  armory,  Springfield,  Mass. 


[Telegram.] 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  14, 1870. 

Major  J.  McNuTT,  Columbus  Arsenal^  Columbus^  Ohio : 

Ship  at  once,  by  fast  freight,  to  Major  Crispin  direct,  all  Spencer  car- 
bines and  cartridges,  caliber  .50,  on  hand,  and  inform  him  of  quantities 
and  time  of  shipment  and  probable  arrival. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

^ashingtonj  October  14,  ISitt. 

Send  at  once,  by  fast  freight,  to  Msgor  Crispin,  direct,  all. Spencer 
carbines  on  hand,  and  inform  him  of  quantities  and  time  of  shipmeit 
and  probable  arrival. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordmaimx. 
Send  telegraph  to — 

1.  Mtyor  J.  G.  Benton, 

U.  S.  Armory,  Springfield,  Mass. 

2.  Lieutenant  Colonel  C.  P.  Kingsbury, 

U.  S.  Arsenal,  Watertown,  Mass.  * 

3.  Major  T.  G.  Baylor, 

U.  S.  Arsenal,  Fort  Monroe,  Va. 

4.  Captain  B.  M.  Hill, 

XT.  S.  Arsenal,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WashingUmj  October  14, 1870. 

Captain  A.  Mordecai, 

United  States  Arsenal^  Fort  Leavenworihy  Kansas : 

Send  at  once,  by  fast  freight,  to  Major  Crispin,  direct,  nine  hundred 
and  sixty-two  Spencer  carbines,  caliber  .50,  and  all  Spencer  rifles  on 
hand ;  and  advise  him  of  quantities,  time  of  shipment,  and  probable 
arrival. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

^Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  14, 1870. 

Send  at  once,  by  fast  freight,  to  Major  Crispin,  direct,  all  Spencer 
carbines  and  all  Spencer  cartridges,  caliber  .52,  on  hand,  and  inform 
him  of  quantities  and  time  of  shipment  and  probable  arrival. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
Telegraph  this  to — 

1.  Colonel  R.  H.  K.  Whiteley, 

Allegheny  Arsenal,  Pittsburg,  Pennsylvania. 

2.  Captain  J.  H.  Bollins, 

United  States  Arsenal,  Saint  Louis,  Missouri. 

3.  Major  T.  J.  Treadwell, 

Frankford  Arsenal,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Departmsnt, 

Washinptony  October  14, 1870. 

Captain  J.  M.  Whittemore, 

Kennd^eo  Arsenal^  Augusta^  Maine : 

Send  at  once,  by  fast  freight,  to  Major  Crispin,  direct,  all  Spaicer 
carbines  and  all  Spencer  cartridges,  caliber  .50  and  .52,  on  hand,  and 
advise  him  of  quantities  and  time  of  shipment  and  probable  arrival 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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Ordnance  Office,  Wab  Department, 

Washington^  October  14, 1870. 

C.  J.  McGowAN, 

Comer  Houston  and  Chreene^  New  TorJc : 

All  Bemington  and  Spencer  arms  and  cartridges  ordered  to  New 
York.  Don't  expect  to  leave  before  to-morrow  night.  Telegraph  what 
is  going  on  at  once  and  write. 

8.  CRISPm, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  14, 1870. 

O.  F.  WiwOHESTBR,  New  York : 

Telegram  to  Colonel  Crispin  received.    Spencer  cwrbines  sold  to  other 
parties  at  an  advanee^d  price.  • 

A.  B.  DYEB, 

Chi^  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washrngtotiy  October  15, 1870. 
Gaptun  A.  Mordecai, 

United  States  Arsenal^  Fort  Leavenworth^  Kansas : 

Telegram  received.  Sell  no  Spencer  carbines  of  any  kind  without 
special  orders.  Seport  by  telegraph  classes  and  quantity  of  each  on 
hand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  Tork,  Oetober  15.] 

October  15, 1870—10.44. 

To  Gei^eral  A.  B.  Dter,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

We  offer  for  ten  thousand  clean  and  repaired  Enfields,  delivered  in 
New  York,  four  dollars  and  twenty-six  cents  each ;  no  charge  for  boxes 
or  implements. 

SCHXTYI^B,  HARTLEY  &  GEAHAM. 


[By  telegraph  from  BoatoD,  MassachaBetts,  1870.] 

W.  U.  Telegraph,  Wab  Department, 

Oeiober  15, 1870— 10.44» 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

We  withdraw  onr  offer  for  Enflelds  made  on  the  12th  instailt. 

WM.  BEAD  &  SONa 
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[By  tele^^ph  fjx>m  Philadelphia,  15, 1870.] 

W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  15, 1870—12  m. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

The  2  p.  m.  traiu  to-day  takes  to  Major  Crispin  about  four  million 
cartridges  for  Spencer  carbine,  caliber  .52,  and  about  nine  hundred  car- 
bines— all  we  have. 

J.  P.  FARLEY, 
Captainj  Comtnanding, 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  15,  1870—11^4. 

To  Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

Care  Grcneral  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Can  you  furnish  us  with  eight  each,  mountain  howitzer  and  six-pounder 
carriages,  and  ammunition  chests^new?  If  so,  when,  and  at  what  price? 
If  Franklin  applies,  it  is  for  us.    Answer. 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Waahinfftonj  October  15, 1870. 

Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham, 

16  Maiden  Lane^  New  York : 

Howitzers  and  six-pounder  carriages  will  be  sold  at  cost    No  howitzer 
carriages. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 

[By  telegraph  from  Hartford,  Connecticut,  15, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  15, 1870— 2.10. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  Ordnance : 

Please  inform  me  if  our  bid  gets  the  new  Enfield.    Answer. 

W.  B.  FRAJffllil^. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washinffton^  October  15, 1870. 

Time  for  receiving  and  opening  bids  for  arms,  &c:,  postponed  till  neit 
Tuesday;  18th,  at  2  p.  m. 

^.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 
Telegraph  this  to — 

1.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  New  York. 

2.  A.  B.  Steinberger,  esq.,  New  York. 

3.  General  W.  B.  Franklin,  Hartford,  Connecticut 

4.  Messrs.  Wm.  Read  &  Sons,  13  Faiieuil  Hall,  Boston,  Massachusetts. 
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[By  telegraph  from  Fort  Leavenworth,  KansaSi  15.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  15,  1870—2.10. 

To  General  A.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Parties  here  wish  to  buy  unserviceable  Spencer  carbines.  What  price 
shall  be  fixed  for  second-class  serviceable,  cleaned  and  repaired;  for 
first-class  unserviceable;  and  for  second-class  unserviceable;  also  for 
ammunition  ? 

A.  MORDECAI, 
CaptdHn  Ordnance^  Commanding  Arsenal. 


[By  telegraph  from  Fort  Monroe,  Virginia,  15,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

OcU>ber  17, 1870—9.35. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Telegram  received,    l^o  Spencer  carbines  on  hand  at  this  arsenal. 
Shipped  sixty -one,  by  sailing  vessel,  September  7. 

T.  G.  BAYLOR, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Waahingtauj  October  17, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Corner  Houston  and  OreenCy  New  YorJc: 

Include  one  thousand  Spencer  rifles,  more  or  less,  in  list  sent  you 
yesterday. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  17, 1870. 

J.  B.  HUSSEY,  Esq.,  58  Wall  street^  New  York: 

Sealed  proposals  to  purchase  arms  and  other  ordnance  stores  will  be 
opened  at  this  ofiice  at  2  o'clock  to-morrow,  18th  instant.  You  can 
bid  by  telegraph  to-morrow  morning. 

Major  Crispin,  corner  of  Houston  and  Greene  streets,  can  give  you 
particulars  of  contemplated  sales. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  18,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  18, 1870—9.34. 

To  General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

I  offer  ten  dollars  seventy-five  cents  each  for  fourteen  thousand  new 
Springfield  rifles;  twelve  dollars  fifty  cents  per  thousand  for  two  million 
eight  hundred  thousand  cartridges. 
Request  reply  by  telegraph. 

CALEB  HUSB, 

17  Broad  Street. 
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[By  telegraph  from  Forth  Learenworth,  17.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

0ct4)ber  18,  1870—9.55. 

To  Brigadier  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance : 

There  are  at  this  arsenal  thirteen  hundred  and  forty-eight  servioeable 
Spencer  carbines;  one  hundred  and  eighty-nine  serviceable,  class  first: 
four  hundred  a^d  eighty-four,  class  second ;  and  eight  hundred  and  on«, 
class  third ;  all  caliber  fifty.  Also,.  f<(^ur  hundred  and  sixty-two  Spencer 
rifles,  unserviceable,  class  first ;  one  hundred  and  eighteen,  class  second : 
and  nine,  class  third :  all  caliber  fifty -two. 

A.  MORDECAI, 
Captain  of  Ordnance^  Commanding  Arsenal, 


To  General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

GPhe  disputed  word  in  message  from  Fort  Leavenworth,  of  this  moTB- 
ing,  should  be  linserviceable  instead  of  serviceable.  The  error  waa 
made  in  a  Western  ofSce. 

Operator  War  Department. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department,  . 

October  18, 1870—2  p.  m. 

To  a.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

'  I  bid  four  sixty  for  forty  thousand  second-hand  Enfield,  and  sis  ten 
for  sixty  thousand  new  Springfield  rifles.  Kefer  to  Senator  Pomery,  and 
Willis  Gaylord,  New  York. 

HORACE  E.  BROWy. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  -York,  18.] 

Franklin  Telegraph  Company,  October  18, 1870. 

To  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Additional  bid  six  (6)  dollars  ten  (10)  cents  for  two  hundred  thousand 
(200,000)  new  Springfield,  or  any  part,  delivered  here.  Refer  also  to  J. 
A.  Underwood  &  Son. 

HORACE  E.  BROWy. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washinfftonj  October  18, 187L 

C.  J.  McGowAN, 

Corner  of  Houston  and  Greene^  New  York : 

Ascertain  who  is  Charles  Wright,  of  No.  10  Pine  street,  room  14,  and 
report  by  telegraph,  or,  if  possible,  by  to-night's  mail. 

A.  B.  DYER 

Chief  of  Ordnwut. 
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Western  Union  Telegraph  Company, 

New  Yorkj  October  16, 1870 — 5  p.  m. 

Eeceived  at  corner  Pennsylvania  avenue  and  Fourteenth  street,  1.06. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance,  War  Department : 

What  is  your  lowest  price  for  three  hundred  thousand  (300,000, 
Springfields,  fifties  (50a)  or  fifty-eights  (58s)  complete.  Answer  by 
wires. 

W.  H,  JACKSON, 

39  Broa^dicny. 

[Te'  ^grain.  J 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingianj  October  18. 

W.  H.  Jackson,  39  Broadway,  New  York  : 

Telegram  received.    Bids  for  muskets  and  other  ordnance  stoi'es  will 
be  received  at  this  office  until  2  o'clock  p.  m.  on  Tuesday  of  this  week. 
For  particulars  I  refer  you  to  Colonel  Crispin's  agency . 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[Telegram.] 

143—9  k  3  p.  m.] 

New  York,  October  18. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  OrdnaticCj  Washington  : 

XeleiprajKi  received  at  six  thirty  p.  m.    Will  answer  the  inquiry  early 
to-morrow  morning.  , 

CHAS.  J.  McGOWAN, 

Chief  Clerk,  in  charge. 


Western  Union  Telegraph  Company, 
Leavenworth^  Kansas,  October  19 — 6.50  p.  m. 

lieceived  at  corner  Fourteenth  street  and  Pennsylvania  avenue,  6.45. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Will  you  sell  me  five  hundred  unserviceable  Spencers?  I  oflFer  ten 
dollars  for  first-class  carbines  or  rifles,  and  seven  and  one-half  for  those 
of  second  class.  Answer  to  commanding  officer  at  Leavenworth  ar- 
senal. 

O.  H.  VIEKGUTZ. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  19,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  ID,  1870—10.55. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

No  definite  information  can  be  had  until  12  o'clock,  regarding  Charles 
Wright.  He  is  not  in  any  business  in  this  city,  and,  as  far  as  I  can  learn, 
from  information  obtained  in  Pine  street,  is  unknown  in  commercial 
circles.    Will  telegraph  again  to-day. 

CHARLES  McGOWAN, 

Chief  Clerk. 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  19, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  19,  ISTO-LjO. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Do  I  get  complement  of  ammunition,  and  at  what  price  per  thonsand, 
with  cleaned  and  repaired  Entields  ?  What  arc  the  conditions  f  Beady 
to  respond. 

A.  B.  STEINBERGEK. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  19, 1870. 

A.  B.  Steinberger,  Esq.,  New  YarJc  : 

Awards  not  yet  made.  No  ammanition  will  be  awarded  to  yon.  If 
cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields,  only  about  five  thousand  shoald  Ik 
awarded  to  you.    Do  vou  desire  to  take  them  ? 

A.  B.  BYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  19, 1870.] 

W.  TJ.  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  19, 1870— L50. 
To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office  : 

A  party  named  Thurston,  said  to  be  Wright's  partner,  knows  all  aboot 
him,  but  refuses  information.  Eefers  to  George  S.  Gideon,  at  Washio);- 
ton,  and  says  the  arms  are  for  a  large  banking-house  here,  but  retast^ 
names. 

CHAS.  J.  McGOWAK, 

Chief  Clerkj  in  diargt. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  19, 1870.] 

W.  XJ.  Telegraph,  War  Departmbnt, 

October  19,  1870—3.50. 
To  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance : 

If  Mr.  Wright  has  not  yet  deposited  his  twenty  per  cent,  advance,  we 
respectfully  insist  that  the  award  shall  be  to  us  for  the  quantity  we  bul 
for.    Please  answer. 

AUSTIN  BALDWIN  &  Co. 


[Telegram.] 

New  York,  October  19—6.22  p.  m. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  OrdnancCj  I  streety  Washington : 

If  we  are  not  informed,  either  by  letter  or  telegraph,  to-morrow  mora 
ing,  of  the  acceptance  of  our  bid  of  17th  October,  we  consider  ourselvw 
free  to  accept  or  reject  any  award  of  the  same  hereafter.  Letter  bj 
mail. 

H.  BOKEB  &  CO. 
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[Telegram.] 

Kew  York,  October  19 — 8.53  p.  m. 
General  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington: 

I  will  be  responsible  to  the  Government  for  the  bid  of  Charles  Wright, 
and  fdlfill  the  requirements. 

A.  H.  ALMY, 
Late  of  the  Norwich  Arms  Company^  Norwich^  Connecticut, 


[Telegram.] 

Washington,  October  19, 1870— 9J  p.  m. 
A.  H.  AXMY,  New  Yorh  : 

Telegram  received.    A  margin  of  $850,000  must  be  set  up  before 
noon  to-morrow,  to  secui'o  award  to  Charles  Wright. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  20, 1870-10.20. . 
General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnaruie  Office: 

Commanding  officer  of  Frankford  reports  that  he  has  no  instructions 
to  ship  Remington  carbines. 

CHAS.  J.  MoGOWANT, 

Chief  Clerh^  in  charge. 

[Telegram.] 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtony  October  20, 1870. 
Major  T.  J..  Treadwell,  . 

Frankford  Arsenal,  Philadelphia : 

Send  at  once,  by  fast  freight,  to  Colonel  Crispin,  all  Bemington  oar- 
bines,  caliber  .50. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  October  20, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  20, 1870—10.50. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office : 

C.  Wright's  bid  will  be  carried  out.    Parties  that  are  back  of  him 
are  entirely  responsible.    Waiting  for  the  arrival  of  one  of  thlB  partners. 

Dr.  ALFEED  LAMBERT, 
Formerly  of  Springfield,  Massachtisetts, 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  20, 1870.] 

W.  U.  Tei^gbaph,  Wab  Depabtment, 

October  20,  1870—11  a.  m. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyee,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

I  wish  to  take  the  cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields,  any  amount  awarded 
me.  When  can  they  be  delivered  1  What  number,  and  what  ahall  1 
deposit  margin  ? 

A.  B.  STEENBERGER 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  20, 1870.] 

W.  17.  Telegraph,  War  Depabtment, 

October  20, 1870— 11.5o. 
To  General  Dyeb,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

1  think  it  would  be  for  your  interest,  and  that  of  the  Govemment,  to 
delay  the  decision  about  the  guns  for  another  day  at  noon,  in  favor  of 
Charles  Wright. 

ALFRED  LAMBERT,  M.  D., 
Formerly  of  Springfield^  Mau. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  Octoher  20.] 

"Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Depabtiient, 

Octoher  20— 12  JO. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Will  you  accept  Wright's  bid  for  arms  and  ammunition  if  I  under- 
take to  complete  his  financial  arrangements. 

J.  ELLIOT  CONDICT, 

117  Broadway^  Kew  YerL 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Waehingto^i^  October  20, 1870. 

J.  E.  CONDICT,  117  Broadway,  Netc  York : 

Wright's  bid  rejected — margin  not  being  put  up  at  this  time,  twelve 
forty- five  p.  m. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  October  20,  1870. 

Austin  Baldwin  &  Co., 

70  &  72  Broadway,  New  York : 

Oharles  Wright  having  failed  to  deposit  the  margin  required  bj 
terms  of  notice  inviting  bids,  his  bid  has  been  rejected,  and  the  foUov- 
ing  award  has  been  made  to  you,  viz : 

Forty  thousand  new  Springfield  muskets,  at  twelve  dollars  and  thiit? 
cents  ($12.30)  each. 
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One  huDdred  and  ten  thousand  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield 
muskets,  at  nine  dollars  and  thirty  cents  ($9.30)  each. 

Twenty-live  milliou  cartridges,  at  sixteen  dollars  and  thirty  cents 
($16.30)  per  thousand. 

Inform  this  office  by  telegraph  today  whether  you  accept,  and  if  you 
do,  the  twenty  per  cent,  margin  must  be  deposited,  without  fail,  before 
four  (4)  o'clock  to-morrow  afternoon,  with  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  corner 
Greene  and  Houston  streets,  New  York. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  8.  A. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

^\a8hingtonJ  2>.  C,  October  20, 1870. 

General  W.  B.  Franklin,  Hartford^  Connecticut : 

All  new  Enfields,  supposed  to  be  between  thirty  and  forty  thousand, 
are  awarded  to  you  at  your  bid  of  seven  dollars  and  seventy -five  cents. 
Answer  this  office  to-day,  by  telegraph,  whether  you  accept,  and  if 
yes,  deposit  the  margin,  one-fifth — forty-six  thousand  five  hundred  dol- 
lars— with  Crispin,  by  three  o'clock  on  Saturday,  the  twenty-second 
instant. 

A.  B.  DYEE, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  20,  1870. 

Charles  Wright  having  failed  to  deposit  the  margin  required  by  terms 
of  notice  inviting  bids,  his  bid  has  been  rejected,  and  the  following 
award  has  been  made  to  you,  viz : 

One  hundred  thousand  (100,000)  new  Springfield  muskets,  at  twelve 
dollars  and  five  cents  ($12  05)  each. 

luforni  this  office  by  telegraph  to-day  whether  you  accept,  and  if  you 
do,  the  twenty  (20)  per  cent,  margin  must  be  deposited,  without  fail, 
before  four  (4)  o'clock  to-morrow  afternoon,  with  Colonel  S.  Crispin. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Army. 
Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham, 

19  Maiden  Lane^  Kexc  YorTc, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  20, 1870. 

Charles  Wright  having  failed  to  deposit  the  margin  required  by  terms 
of  notice  inviting  bids,  his  bid  has  been  rejected,  and  the  following 
award  has  been  made  to  you,  viz : 

Fifty  thousand  (50,000)  new  Springfield  muskets,  at  twelve  dollars 
and  ten  cents  ($12  10)  each. 

Inform  this  office  by  telegi-aph  to-day  whether  you  accept;  and  if  you 
do,  the  twenty  (20)  per  cent,  margin  must  be  deposited  without  fail  before 
four  (4)  o'clock  to-morrow  afternoon,  with  Colonel  S.  Crispin. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  8.  A. 
n.  BOKER  &  Co., 

50  Cliff  street^  Xeic  York, 
50  s  A 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  20, 1870. 

Sixty-three  hundred  (6,300)  cleaned  and  repaired  Enfields  (all  on  band 
have  been  awarded  to  you  at  five  dollars  thirty  cents  ($3  30)  each,  be^ 
ing  your  bid. 

Your  margin  must  be  deposited  with  Colonel  Crispin  by  four  o'clock 
Saturday  the  twenty-second.    Telegraph  your  acceptance  to-dav. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U,  &  A. 
A.  B.  Steinberger, 

Fine  street^  New  York. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtony  October  20, 1870. 

Send  by  fast  freight  to  Springfield  armory,  direct  all  unserviceable 
Enfield  and  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .58,  you  may  have  on  hand 
suitable  for  repairs ;  freight  to  be  paid  at  Springfield. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Telegraph  this  to  commanding  officers  United  States  arsenal,  Colam- 
bus,  Ohio ;  Indianapolis,  Indiana ;  Dearborn ville,  Michigan ;  Fort 
Leavenworth,  Kansas;  Eock  Island,  Illinois;  Saint  Louis,  Missoari; 
Fort  Monroe,  Virginia;  Watertown,  Massachusetts;  Wat^rvliet,  New 
York ;  New  York,  New  York ;  Kennebec,  Augusta,  Maine ;  Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania;  Mount  Vernon,  Alabama. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtony  October  20, 1870. 

Send  by  fast  freight  direct  to  Colonel  Crispin,  New  York,  not  throa«rb 
quartermaster,  all  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .58: 
all  new  Enfield  muskets,  and  all  Colt%  Lamsou's,  and  Amoskeag  make 
fle-muskets  on  hand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
Telegraph  this  to — 
Commanding  officer  of  United  States  arsenal.  Rock  Island,  Illinois. 
Commanding  officer  of  United  States  arsenal,  Dearbomville,  Michigan. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  20, 1870. 

Send  by  fast  freight  to  Colonel  Crispin  direct,  not  throngh  quarter 
master,  all  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets,  calitK^r  .5S,  aii<i 
all  Colt's,  Lamsou's,  and  Amoskeag  rifie-muskets  on  hand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnanee. 

Telegraph  this  to  commanding  officer  of  United  States  arsenal,  Saint 
Louis,  Missouri. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtoftj  October  20, 1870. 

Send  by  fast  freight  direct  to  Colonel  Crispin,  New  York,  not  through 
quartermaster,  all  new  Enfield  muskets  on  hand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Telegraph  this  to  commanding  officer  United  States  arsenal,  Indi- 
anapolis, Indiana;  commanding  officer  United  States  arsenal,  Fort 
Leavenworth,  Kansas. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  20, 1870. 

Major  J.  McXuTT, 

Commanding  United  States  Arsenalj  Columbus,  Ohio : 

Send  by  fast  freight  direct  to  Colonel  Crispin,  !New  York,  not  through 
quartermaster,  all  cleaned  and  repaired  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  .58, 
on  hand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  20, 1870. 

Colonel  B.  H.  K.  Whitely, 

Allegheny  Arsenal,  Pittsburgh,  Fa,: 

Send  by  fast  freight  direct  to  Colonel  Crispin,  not  through  quarter- 
master, all  Colt's,  Lamson's,  and  Amoskeag  rifle-muskets  on  hand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  20, 1870. 
Major  J.  G.  Benton, 

Commanding  United  States  Armory,  Springfield : 

Clean  and  repair  Springfield  muskets,  caliber  fifty-eight,  at  ouce. 
Letter  by  mail. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York.  J 

Franklin  Telegraph  Company, 

October  20,  1870. 
To  Hon.  W.  W.  Belknap, 

Secretary  of  War : 

Will  new  bid  be  entered  for  all  the  new  Springfields? 

J.  B.  HUSSBY, 
Cr.  H.  E.  BROWN, 

58  Wall  Street. 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  October  20, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph, 

Ociober  20,  1870—3.8. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  Ordnance  : 

We  accept  the  award  as  made  by  your  telegram.    Deposit  will  be 
made  as  directed. 

AUSTIN  BALDWIN  &  CO. 


[Telegram.] 

Hartford,  Connecticut, 

October  20,  1870—8.50. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Washington  : 

The  delay  iu  opening  the  bids  has  lost  us  our  sale  of  Enfields,  onr  cus- 
tomer being  in  England.    We  therefore  decline  the  award. 

W.  B.  FRANKLIN, 
Vice-President  Coifs  Arms  Company. 


[Telegram.] 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

ir  :,  ^Yashington^  Ociober  21, 1870. 
J.  R.  Hussey,  (care  of  H.  E.  Brown,) 

58  Wall  Street^  New  York  : 

Telegram  to  Secretary  received.    Muskets  all  disposed  of. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  October  20, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  21,  1870— 9JJ0. 

General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

If  you  have  guns  for  sale,  I  will  be  on,  Friday  morning,  to  secuiv 
some. 

HUDSON  LAURENCE. 


[By  telegraph  from  Now  York,  October  21,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Depart>ient, 

October  21, 1870—3.17. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office  : 

Parties  to  whom  Springfields  and  ammunition  were  awarded  have  ail 
deposited  certified  checks  covering  the  margins. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  United  States  Armtfy  Major  of  Ordnance. 
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[Telegram.] 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  21, 1870. 

Major  J.  McNuTT,  Commanding  Columbits  Arsenal,  Columbus^  Ohio  : 

The  cleaoed  and  repaired  Sprin^fields,  caliber  .58,  ordered  to  Crispin 
by  telegram  on  20tli  instant,  are  the  eighty  reported  on  your  September 
statement. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
•  Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  8.  A. 


[Telegram.] 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Departsient, 

Washington,  October  21,  1870. 

Lieut.  Colonel  T.  J.  Bodman, 

Commanding  U.  8,  Arsenal,  Rock  Island,  Illinois : 

Send,  with  the  mnskets  ordered  yesterday  to  be  sent  to  New  York,  all 
contract  new  muskets,  caliber  .58,  you  have  on  hand,  supposed  to  be 
about  tliirty-nine.  Advise  Colonel  Crispin  of  time  of  shipment  and 
probable  arrival.    Freight  to  be  paid  by  him. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chwf  of  Ordnance. 


[Telegram.] 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  October  21,  1870. 

Captain  J.  H.  Rollins, 

United  8tates  Arsenal^  8aint  Louis,  Missouri : 

Send,  with  muskets  ordered  yesterday  to  Colonel  Crispin,  all  other 
new  contract  rifle  muskets,  caliber  .58,  you  may  have  on  hand,  supposed 
to  be  five  hundred  and  fifty-nine.  Advise  him  of  shipment  and  probable 
time  of  arrival.    Freight  to  be  paid  by  him. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[Telegram.] 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  21, 1870. 

Captain  R.  M.  Hill, 

Commanding  Indianapolis  Arsenal : 

Send  by  fast  freight,  direct  to  Colonel  Crispin,  (freight  to  be  paid  by 
him,)  all  new  contract  rifle  muskets,  caliber  .58,  on  hand — about  one 
hundred  and  twenty-six. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  21, 1870. 

Captain  F.  H.  Parker, 

Commanding  Detroit  Arsenal,  Dearhornville,  Michigan : 

Send  by  fast  freight,  to  Colonel  Crispin  direct,  freig^ht  to  be  paid  by 
him,  all  new  contract  muskets  (caliber  .58)  on  hand,  other  than  thoji- 
ordered  yesterday — about  2,114.  Advise  him  of  shipment  and  probable 
arrival. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Orfnanct, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Wa^shington,  October  21,  1870. 

Major  J.  McNuTT, 

United  States  Arsenal,  Columbus,  Ohio  : 

Send  by  fast  freight,  direct  to  Colonel  Crispin,  jS'ew  York,  freight  to 
be  paid  by  him,  all  new  contract  muskets  (caliber  .58)  on  hand — abom 
20,740.    Advise  him  of  shipment  and  probable  time  of  arrival. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

^Vashington,  October  21,  1870. 

Colonel  R.  H.  K.  Whiteley, 

Commanding  Allegheny  Arsenal,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. : 

Send  by  fast  freight,  direct  to  Colonel  Crispin,  all  new  contract  mus- 
kets, caliber  .58,  other  than  those  ordered  yesterday,  about  1,320;  frei;rbl 
to  be  paid  by  Colonel  Crispin.  Advise  him  of  shipment  and  probable 
time  of  arrival. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegram  from  Dearborn,  Michigan,  21,  1^0.] 

Western  Union  Telegkraph,  War  Department, 

I  October  22, 1870.— 0.30. 

To  Brigadier  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

1  understand  now  that  I  am  to  ship  to  Crispin  all  serviceable  S.  M.  L 
muskets,  caliber  .58,  of  whatever  make;  also,  all  serviceable  Eafields: 
and  to  Springfield  all  of  same  kind,  unserviceable  but  repairable. 

F.  H.  PARKER, 

Captain  Ordnanee. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  22, 1S70. 

Captain  F.  H.  Parker, 

17.  8.  Arsenal,  Dearbomville,  Michigan : 

Telegram  received.    You  understood  correctly.    Send  to  Crispin,  i« 
addition,  all  new  Enfields. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  October  22, 1870.] 

Western  Uniox  Telegraph,  War  Depart3ient, 

October  22, 1870—9.30. 
To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office : 

Will  you  sell  two  hundred  thousand  new  or  repaired  Springfield 
rifles  with  cartridges  !    Answer  i)rice,  condition,  and  delivery. 

SPEIS,  KISSAM  &  CO., 

No.  16  Courtladt  Street. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingto7i,  October  22,  1870. 

Spies,  Kissam  &  Co.,  IG  Coiirtlandt  Street,  New  York : 

Telegram  received.    No  Springfield  muskets  or  ammunition  for  them 
for  sale  at  the  present  time. 

A.  B.  DYEE, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  V/ar  Department, 

WaMngtony  October  22,  1870. 

Major  8.  Crispin,  Corner  of  Houston  and  OreenCj  New  York: 

Sell  to  J.  B.  Earhardt,  No.  27  Chambers  street,  46,800,  more  or  less, 
new  Enfield  muskets,  at  $8  each.  Deliveries  to  be  made  as  fast  as  pos- 
sible; margin  of  20  per  cent,  to  be  deposited  with  you  by  noon  on 
Monday  next. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtan.  October  22, 1870. 

To  J.B.  Earhardt,  Chambers  Street^  Room  4,  New  York: 

Have  bought  forty-six  thousand  eight  hundred  new  Enfields,  at  eight 
dollars  each,  to  be  delivered,  within  ten  days,  at  New  York.  About  half 
in  two  or  three  days. 

Seventy-four  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty  dollars  must  be  paid 

Monday  uoon.    Meet  me  at  Irving  House  to-morrow  at  two,  without 

fail. 

JEPPN  CLARKE. 

Charge  Ordnance  Office. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chi^  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  22, 1870. 

Send  immediately,  by  fast  freight,  direct  to  Colonel  S.  Crispin,  New 
Tork,  freight  to  be  paid  by  him,  all  new  Enfield  muskets  on  hand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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Telegraph  this  to — 

1.  Major  J.  G.  Benton,  commanding  United  States  armory,  Spring- 
field, Massachusetts. 

2.  Lientenant  Colonel  G.  P.  Kingsbary,  commanding  United  States 
arsenal,  Watertown,  Massachusetts. 

3.  Major  T.  J.  Treadwell,  commanding  Frankford  arsenal,  Philadel- 
phia. 

4.  Gaptain  E.  D.  Ellsworth,  Ghamplain  arsenal^  Yergeunes,  YenDont 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Departjient, 

WashingUmj  October  24, 1870. 

Golonel  P,  Y.  Hagner, 

Watervliet  Arsenal^  West  Troy^  Netc  York : 

Issue  to  Colonel  Crispin  foar  hundred  and  twenty-six  cleaned  and  re- 
paired Spencer  carbines,  caliber  .52.    Freight  paid  by  him. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnanct. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Depart3ient, 

Washington  October  24,  1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  Houston  and  Oreene^  New  Yorlc : 

Has  Earhardt's  margin  for  new  EnAelds  been  put  up.    If  not,  decline 
to  receive  it.    Eeply  at  once. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


New  York,  October  24—6.02. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance^  Washington: 

Erhardt  has  failed  to  deposit  his  margin  for  twelve  thousand  with  am- 
munition at  sixteen.  I  have  forwarded  by  mail  an  offer  of  eight  fifty, 
[fllty.] 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  United  States  Army^  Major  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  24, 1870.] 

Western  Union  TELEaRAPH,  War  Department, 

October  24, 1870—2.7. 
To  General  A,  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office : 

The  shipping  of  Enfields  from  Frankford  arsenal  should  be  suspended 
if  they  are  not  sold. 

S.  CRISPDT, 
Brevet  Colonely  United  States  Army^  Major  of  Ordnance. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  24, 1870. 

Major  T.  J.  Treadwell, 

Commanding  FranJcford  Arsenal,  Philadelphia : 

Siisi>end  shipping  Enfields  to  Crispin  till  further  orders. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  25, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Corner  Houston  and  Greene,  New  York  : 

Accept  Huse's  offer  for  new  Enfields  and  ammanition.    Margin  to  be 
pnt  up  at  once.    Advise  office  bv  telegraph  when  it  is  done. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  Philadeipbia.] 

Franklin  Telegraph  Company, 

•    •        October  25, 1870. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  War  Department : 

At  what  price,  and  how  soon,  can  you  supply  ua  with  fifty  million 
Springfield  paper  cartridges,  caliber  fifty-eight  (.58)  t    Please  answer. 

J03.  C.  GRUBB  &  CO. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  2^,  1870. 

J.  C.  Grubb  &  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa, : 

Telegram  received.    Have  not  such  quantity  of  cartridges  on  hand. 

A.  B.DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  Philadelphia,  25.] 

Franklin  Telegraph  Company, 

October  25, 1870. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  War  Department : 

Telegram  received.  What  part  of  fifty  (50)  millions  Springfield  paper 
cartridges  can  you  supply;  when  and  at  what  price!  Please  answer 
Immediately,  if  possible. 

JOS.  C.  GRUBB  &  Co. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  25, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Comer  Houston  and  Greene,  New  York: 

Your  recommendation  on  offer  of  Starr  &  Frazier  is  approved. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Departmhkt, 

Washington^  October  25,  1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Houston  and  Oreene,  New  York: 

At  what  hour  yesterday  did  you  receive  Huse's  offer  for  Enfield^! 
Did  you  accept  itt  I  ask  because  Smith,  who  is  operatiug  with  Hose, 
told  me  at  the  time  I  telegraphed  you  yesterday,  that  he  wonld  take  the 
lot  at  $8,  and  I  told  him  he  should  have  them  if  they  were  not  already 
sold,    lieply  at  once. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnafux. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  October  25, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  25,  1870—3.30. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Officer: 

Huse's  offer  was  received  about  3  p.  m.  This  oflBce  did  not  accept  it, 
as  it  had  no  authority,  and  did  not  know  but  that  the  Bureau  had  sold 
to  other  parties.  Huse  has  deposited  his  margin  for  13,000  Enfields  and 
ammunition  to-day. 

S.  CRTSPIX, 
Brevet  Colonel  V.  8.  A.y  Major  of  Ordnance, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  26,  1870. 

Major  T.  J.  Treadwell,  Commanding  FranJcford  Arsenal^  Philadelphia^ 
Pennsylvania : 

In  what  condition  are  the  494  (four  hundred  and  ninety -four)  Sharp's 
carbines,  for  linen  cartridges,  reported  on  your  inventory  f  Reply  at 
once,  and  send  sample  to  this  office. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U.  S.  Jinny. 

[By  telegraph  from  Philadelphia,  26, 1870.] 

W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  26, 1870—2.40. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

All  thoroughly  repaired,  and  almost  as  good  as  new.  Sample  sent 
to-day. 

J.  P.  FARLEY, 
Captain  OrdnancCj  Commanding. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department^ 

Washington^  October  26, 1870. 

Captain  A.  Mordecai, 

Commanding  United  States  Arsenal^  Leavenworth  Kansas : 

Send,  by  fast  freight,  to  Major  Silas  Crispin,  New  York,  all  service- 
able Sharp's  carbines,  for  linen  cartridges,  on  hand — aboat  eighty>twa 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Armf. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Waahiniftonj  October  26,  1870. 

Captain  R.  M.  Hill, 

Commanding  United  States  Arsenal^  Indianapolis^  Indiana^ 

Send,  by  fast  freight,  to  Major  Silas  Crispin,  New  York,  all  service- 
able Sharp's  carbines,  for  linen  cartridges,  on  hand — about  twenty-four. 

A.  B.  DYEU, 
Chi^f  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Army. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  27.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  27, 1870.— 11.4. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office : 

Please  telegraph  from  what  points  linen  cartridges  for  Starrs  and 
Sharps  can  be  drawn,  and  the  quantities. 

.      S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  United  States  Army,  Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  27, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Houston  and  Greene,  New  York: 

Sharp's  and  Storr  cartridges  at  Alleghany,  Saint  Louis,  Watervliet, 
and  New  York,  and  Sharp's  alone  at  Frankford  and  Pikesville.  Letter 
by  mail. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph.    Received  at  603  Pennsylvania  a  venae.] 

New  York,  October  27, 1870. 

General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance,  War  Department : 

Please  instruct  Colonel  Crispin  what  quantity  of  ammunition  goes 
vrith  forty-six  thousand  Enfields. 

F.  H.  SMITH, 

121  Fourth  Street 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtan,  October  21, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Houston  and  Greene,  New  York : 

Nine  millions  and  a  half  of  cartridges  will  be  supplied  with  the  48,800 

Enfields  to  F.  A.  Smith,  at  $16  30  per  M. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  27.] 

Franklin  Telegraph  Co. 

October  27, 1870. 
To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

My  negotiations  for  those  breech-loaders  is  with  an  English  house. 
Not  going  to  Europe.    I  can  sell  to-day.    Can  I  have  them  f    Answer. 

WM.  B.  FLEMING, 

175  Broadway, 

[Memo,  indorsements. ] 

Can  this  be  for  your  Bureau  I    We  have  no  application  from  snch  a 
person. 

J.  P.  K. 

[In  pencil.] 

We  do  not  know  this  Fleming,  although  we  have  B.  Ls  to  sell. 

J.  D.  B. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  27, 1870, 

H.  B.  Fleming,  175  Broadway^  Xeiv  York : 

No  arms  for  sale  except  those  advertised  for  next  Saturday,  in  New 
York. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington  J  October  27, 1870. 

Colonel  H.  B.  Hayes,  5  Bey  Street^  New  York : 

Bids  for  arms  must  be  opened  next  Saturday ;  see  advertisement  for 
proposals  in  New  York  papers.    Letter  by  mail. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnanre. 


Boston,  October  27, 1870—4.05. 
General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance,  Washington: 

Can  you  furnish  us  twenty  thousand  rifles,  either  Springfield  or  En- 
field ;  new  or  second-hand  t 

Please  telegraph  us  at  once  what  kind  and  quantity  of  each ;  alao 
give  us  prices,  if  possible ;  or  shall  we  bid?  Colonel  Crispin  refers  as 
to  you. 

WM.  BEAD  &  SONS. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  27, 1870. 

Wm.  Read  &  Sons,  Boston,  Massachusetts : 

Telegram  received.    No  Springfields  or  Enftelds  of  any  kind  for  ssk. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance* 
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•  [By  telegraph  from  New  York,  28, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  28, 1870—12.12. 
To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

Please  telegraph  general  authority  to  sell  Sharp's  cartridges,  sixteen 
twenty-five  a  thousand. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Colonelj  United  States  Army,  Major  of  Ordnance. 

[iDdorsement.] 

Ordnance  Office,  October  28, 1870. 

Respectfully  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  with  the  recom- 
mendation that  authority  be  given  that  these  cartridges  be  sold  at  not 
less  than  $16. 25  per  thousand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Approved  by  the  Secretary  of  War,  October  28, 1870. 

ED.  SCHRIYER, 
Inspector  Oenerah 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  28, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  28, 1870.-12.40. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Am  I  not  entitled  to  the  forty  thousand  new  Enfields,  being  next  high- 
est bid  to  Franklin's. 

A.  B.  STEINBERGER. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  28, 1870. 

A.  B.  Steinberger,  New  York : 

Telegram  received.    You  are  not  entitled  to  any  new  Enfields. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  29, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Houston  and  Oreene,  New  York : 

Recommendation  as  to  sale  of  Sharp's  linen  cartridges  of  28th  instant 
approved. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Departivient, 

October  29, 1870—12.32. 

To  Colonel  Silas  Crispin,  or  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Ordnance  Office : 

I  hereby  oSer  ten  dollars  and  five  cents  each  for  the  twenty-seven 
hundred  Joslyn  carbines,  last  model,  new  guns. 

C.  H.  POXD. 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  11, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  29,  1870—2  p.  ul 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

Want  five  thousand  Ballard  breech-loaders.    Name  lowest  price  hore. 

O.  S.  X.  PECK, 
Answer  per  telegram. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  29, 1870. 

O.  S.  X.  Peck,  New  Torlc: 

Have  not  so  many  Ballard  arms  on  hand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Wa^hingtonj  October  29, 1870. 
Colonel  P.  V.  ITagner, 

Watervliet  Arsenal^  West  Troy,  New  York : 

Ship  thirty  thousand  (30,000)  Colt  or  Amoskeag  muskets,  caliber  .3S, 
to  Major  Crispin,  so  as  to  r  ach  him  Tuesday  morning. 

A.  B.  DYER 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  29,  1870. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Houston  and  Oreene^  New  York: 

Sell  to  Starr,  bullets,  powder,  and   caps,   a    his  offer  of  October 
twenty-six. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  October  29, 1870. 
Colonel  P.  V.  Hagner, 

Commanding  Watervliet  Arsenal: 

Send  all  Sharp's  cartridges  to  Crispin,  so  as  to  reach  him  Tuesday. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  29, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  29, 1870-^3.30. 

Major  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

I  claim  to  be  entitled  to  the  new  Enfields,  and  be  placed  in  same  posi- 
tion as  other  parties  here  who  were  awarded  Springfields  after  failareo^ 
Wright  to  deposit  margin. 

A.  B.  STEINBERGEB. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  29,  1870. 

A.  B.  SteinberCtER,  Pine  Street^  New  York : 

Telegram  received.    Your  claim  for  new  Enfields  not  recognized. 
Yoar  bid  was  not  deemed  satisfactory  as  to  price,  and  was  rejected. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  United  States  Army, 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  29,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  29,  1870—3.30. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

United  States  Army^  Cki^  of  Ordnance : 

We  offer  you  eight  dollars  each  for  ten  thousand  new  Remington  re- 
volvers, and  nine  dollars  per  thousand  for  six  million  cartridges,  with 
caps  for  same.  We  do  not  want  the  pistols  without  all  the  cartridges ; 
all  to  be  delivered  at  wharf  in  Kew  York  without  charge  for  boxes  and 
implements.    Ofifer  good  for  this  day  only. 

Please  answer  by  telegraph. 

AUSTIN  BALDWIN  &  CO. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  29, 1870. 

Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  70  Broadway,  New  York  : 

Telegram  received.    Your  oflfer  for  Remington  revolvers  declined. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance,  United  States  Army, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  29,  1870. 

ScnuYLBR,  Hartley  &  Graham, 

17  Maiden  Lane,  New  York:  • 

Twenty-five  hundred  Gallager  and  same  number  Warner  carbines 
awarded  to  yon  at  twelve  dollars  and  twenty-five  cents  each,  with  four 
hundred  cartridges  per  gun,  at  eighteen  dollars  per  thousand.  If  you 
accept  award  margin  must  be  put  up  with  Colonel  Crispin  by  noon  next 
Monday.  Reply  by  telegraph,  so  that  I  may  order  arms  to  New  York 
at  once. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


New  York,  October  29 — 5.53. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance,  Washington  : 

We  will  take  the  twenty-five  hundred  each  Gallager  and  Warner 
carbines  at  twelve  dollars  and  twenty-five  cents  each,  with  four  hun- 
dred cartridges  for  each.    Order  the  carbines  to  New  York  at  once. 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 
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New  York,  October  29-^^ 

Colonel  S.  Crispin, 

Care  of  Oeneral  A,  B,  Dyer^  Washington : 

We  desire  to  withdraw  our  oflfel:  for  Sharp's  equipments.    We  have  a 
telegram  conutermaDding  it. 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLY  &  GRAHAM. 

[Indorsement.] 

Few  York  Agency,  October  29, 1870. 

Respectfully  referred  to  the  Chief  of  Ordnance  for  his  information. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  United  States  Army,  Major  of  Ordnawx. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  30, 1870. 

Major  T.  J.  Tread  well. 

Commanding  Frankford  Arsenal,  Philadelphia,  Pa,: 

Send  to  Colonel  Crispin,  at  once,  all  the  serviceable  Oallager  and 
Warner  carbines  on  hand  at  your  arsenal. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  31,  1870.1 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

October  31, 1870—2.35. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Office: 

Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham  have  deposited  their  margin  on  War- 
ner's carbines,  &c. 

CHAS.  J.  McGOWAJ^, 

Chief  Clerk,  in  charge. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingiofi,  October  31, 1870. 

Colonel  R.  H.  K.  Whitley, 

Commanding  Allegheny  Arsenal,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania: 

Send  by  fast  freight  to  Major  Crispin,  New  York,  all  Wamer^s  car 
bine  cartridges  on  hand — about  twenty-four  thousand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance,  U.  S.  A. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  October  31, 1870. 
Captain  J.  H.  Rollins, 

Commanding  United  States  Arsenal,  St.  Louis,  Missouri: 

Send  by  fast  freight  to  Major  Crispin,  New  York,  all  Warner's  car 
bine  cartridges  on  hand — about  forty-three  thousand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance,  U.  &  J. 
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Ordnance  Office,  Wab  Department, 

Washington^  October  31, 1870. 
€oIouel  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  Houston  and  Oreene  Streets^  New  York : 

Thirty   thousand  Springfield   maskets  and    all  Sharp's  cartridges 
oxxlered  from  Watevliet  to  reach  you  to-morrow. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
'  Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  2, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

November  2, 1870—11.15. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Department: 

Have  heard  nothing  about  my  bid  for  Joslyns.    Is  it  accepted  1 

C.  H.  POND. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  November  2,  1870. 
C.  H.  Pond,  Neir  York: 

Bid  declined.    If  you  desire  to  purchase,  call  on  Crispin. 

A.  B.  DYER,      . 
Chief  of  Ordnance. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  2,  1070.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

November  2, 1870—11.16. 
To  General  A.  B.  Dyer  : 

Was  gun  shipped  ?    It  has  not  arrived  here. 

KILBURN  KNOX. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  Novonber  2,  1870. 

KiLBrKN  Knox,  17  Maiden  Lane,  Netc  York: 

Express  takes  guns  to-day. 

A.  B.  DYER. 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  November  4,  1870. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Comer  Houston  and  Greene,  New  York: 

Sell  Eastman,  vi\H)n  application,  twelve  hundred  thousand  cartridges, 
f  aliber  .58,  for  Lindner  carb  nes,  at  $16.30  per  thousand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnanoe. 
51  s  A 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  Xovemher  12, 1870. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Houston  and  Greene^  Neto  York : 

No  Spencer  carbiues  for  sale  now.    Sell  cartridg6-boxes,  fifty  ei^liU 
and  belts  and  plates  at  your  prices. 

Fourteen  thousand  cartridge-boxes  and  twenty-two  tbonsaml  waist 
belts  and  plates  at  Frankford. 
Letter  by  mail. 

A.  B.  DYER. 

Chief  of  Ordmnct', 


[By  tc'legraplj  from  New  York,  14.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

Xoreinber  14,  1870—2.45. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance : 

I  am  offered  eleven  dollars  for  ten  thousand  Remington  revolvers,  aud 
eight  dollars  for  twenty  thousand  Starr's  pistols.  I  believe  the  price> 
fair.    Immediate  decision  is  necessary,  to-day.    Please  telegraph  reph. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  U,  S.  A.j  Major  of  Ordmnct. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Depart3ient, 

Washijigtony  November  14,  ISKK 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  Greene  and  Houston  streets^  New  York : 

Sell  Remington  and  Starr  revolvers  at  prices  named  by  you. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Depart^tent, 

Washington^  November  15, 1S70, 

Caleb  Huse,  17  Broad  street,  Netc  York: 

Letter  received.    Xo  Colt's  revolvers  for  sale.    For  Remington  i^\«'l 
vers,  see  Crispin. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ordnance^  U,S.A. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  16,  1870  ] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

November  16,  1870— 10.:^. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Expect  to  be  in  Washington  to-morrow  morning.    Please  susim 
r.ction  to-day  regarding  sales. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnantf^ 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  November  17, 1870. 

James  B.  Jones,  Allegheny  City,  Pennsylvania : 

Your  offer  for  brass  cannon,  lead,  ainc,  and  antiraonj"  declined. 

A.  B.  DYEK, 

Chief  oj  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  Philadelphia.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

November  21, 1870—10.2. 

To  General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Are  those  cartridges  for  the  Sharp's  and  Hawkins  gun  yet  for  sale,  and 
price  1 
Answer  by  telegraph. 

C.  SHARP. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

M\(shington,  November  21,  1870. 

Mr.  C.  Sharp,  Fhiladelphia,  Fa.  : 

Not  sold.    Price,  eighteen  dollars  twentv-flve  cents  per  thousand. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnnnce, 


[Bf  telegraph  from  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kansas,  21,  lvS70.] 

W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

J^ovember  21^1870—12.37. 
Brigadier  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Major  Crispin  wants  sent  from  here  nine  hundred  and  forty  thousand 
pistol  cartridges,  caliber  .44.  Have  only  that  amount  on  hand.  Shall 
what  may  be  thought  necessary  be  retained?  Will  take  the  man 
referred  to  in  yours  of  the  sixteenth. 

A.  MORDECAI, 
Captain,  Commanding  Arsenal. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Departivient, 

Washington,  November  21, 1870. 

Major  Silas  Crispin, 

Corner  Houston  and  Greene  Streets,  New  YorJc  City : 

Why  do  you  call  for  all  the  pistol  cartridges  at  Leavenworth? 
Cavalry  in  department  of  Missouri  have  revolvers. 
Replj^  by  telegraph. 

A.B.DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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Inew  York,  Novetnber  21 — 4.12  p.  m. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer,  WaMtigton: 

Telegram  received.  The  cartridges  were  requested  to  apply  on  Am- 
tin  Baldwin  &  Go.'s  purchase.  The  requisition  can  be  canceled,  if  m 
directed  by  the  Department. 

8.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  U,  8.  A. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Depabtbcent, 

Wcishingtofij  November  22, 1870. 
Captain  A.  Mordecai, 

Leaventcorth  Arsenal,  Leavenicorth,  Kansas : 

Retain  as  many  pistol-cartridges  as  you  think  you  will  require. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtony  November  22, 1870. 

Major  8.  Crispin, 

Greene  and  Houston  streets,  New  York : 

Mordecai  directed  to  send  you  as  many  pistol-cartridges  as  he  lan 
Rj)are. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 


I  By  tclof^aph  from  New  York,  November  22,  1870.] 

W.  U.  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

November  22,  1870— ILM. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Colonel  Crispin  says  he  has  no  official  instructions  to  deliver  the  car 
tridges.    Will  vou  please  instruct  him  today  by  telegraph! 

A.  M.  EASTMAN, 
127  Madison  Street 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

}VaMngto7i,  D.  C,  November  22, 1S70. 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Cor)ier  Houston  and  Oreeiie  streets,  Neic  York : 

Deliver  twelve  hundred  thousand  (1,200,000)  cartridges,  fifty-ei;bt 
(.58)  caliber,  to  Eastman,  ui)on  his  furnishing  a  satisfactory  guanmteetu 
you  to  replace  them  within  vsixtv  (00)  days. 

A.  B.  DYEH, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  December  5, 1870.  J 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

December*  5, 1870 — 2  p.  m.. 
To  General  A.  B.  Dyer  : 

I  deem  an  interview  with  you  here  to-morrow  important  about  C.  H. 
B.  bands,  assorted  sizes,  C.  T.  .and  H.  T.  and  A.  T. ;  also  A  inch  and 
drawers,  and  parts  and  rakes,  size  B.  T.    Data  from  your  office  neces- 
sary. 
Please  reply. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  U.  S.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance^ 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washvigtanj  December  5,  1870. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  of  Hoxiston  and  Greene^  Xexo  York : 

Telegram  received.    Eeport  here  to-morrow,  if  practicable.    If  this^ 
will  not  answer,  I  can  go  to  New  York  tomorrow  night.    Reply. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
.    Chief  of  Ordnance. 

New  York,  December  5, 1870 — 5.44. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Washington  : 

Telegram  received.    I  think  that  matter  can  best  be  facilitated  by 
your  presence  here.    Letter  by  mail. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  V,  S.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  December  6,  1870. 
Colonel  S.  Crispin,  New  York : 

Telegram  received.    Parties  must  meet  me  here  to-morrow,  if  possible. 
All  can  then  be  arranged. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  WAr  Department, 

Washingtan^  December  6.  1870. 
Major  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  Houston  and  Oreene,  New  York : 

lUetter  received.  I  can  be  in  New  York  to-morrow  if  necessary,  but 
think  the  business  can  be  conducted  preferably  here,  all  parties  being 
in  Washington.  Prompt  access  to  records  of  this  office  and  the  pres- 
ence of  the  Secretary  of  War  may  be  indispensable. 

The  information  asked  in  your  letter  is  being  prepared,  and  will  be 
sent  by  mail  to-night. 
Replv  at  once  by  telegraph. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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W.  U.  Telegraph  Compact, 
Neiv  York,  December  7,  1870.    (Received  at  4.10  p.  m./ 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Would  recommend  as  follows :  A  T  Bands,  size  C  T,  for  B  0  A  <> 
per  band ;  and  A  T  bands,  size  H  T,  for  O  T,  T  BE  per  band ;  and  H 
T  band,  size  A  T,  at  R  E  C  H  ;  and  C  B  regulation  A  inch,  at  P  M  P  H 
per  band ;  all  complete  and  with  nails  at  established  prices.  Schedule 
corresponding  with  the  above  in  all  particulars,  compiled  from  data 
from  Bureau,  mailed  to-night.  Please  telegraph  at  once  aathority  to  sell 
the  quantities  named  and  confirm  prices  by  telegraph  to-morrow,  if  joa 
desire  to  wait  for  schedule. 

S.  CRISPI>% 
Brevet  Colonel  U.  S.  A.,  Chief  of  Ordnance, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtmiy  December  9, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin.  Greene  and  Houston  Streets,  Netc  York : 

Telegram  received ;  recommendations  approved ;  consummate. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  December  8, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Houston  and  Oreene,  New  York : 

Give  Mr.  Love  until  Saturday  noon  to  put  up  margin  on  Eufields,  aod 
sell  him  any  batteries  that  he  may  want,  and  which  you  may  not  have 
sold  at  price  recommended  hy  you  and  approved  by  me  on  yesterday 
by  telegraph. 
I  shall  go  to  New  York  to-morrow  night. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  December  13, 1870. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Care  Colonel  Crispin,  Houston  and  Oreene,  New  York : 

Letter  received.  Secretary  approves,  except  exchanging  with  R. 
which  is  left  for  future  consideration.  Ammunition  ordered  to  be  made, 
and  your  wishes  carried  out  fully. 

Your  letter  does  not  sav  that  the  new  and  serviceable  at  arseuaU 
must  be  sent  to  agencv.    Reply. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnaner, 


Western  Union  Telegraph, 
Springfield,  Massachusetts,  December  13, 1870. 

•General  A.  B.  Dyer,  care  Colonel  Crispin : 

The  thirty-five  hundred  Allin  guns  can  be  altered  to  center-fire  ifl 
sixty  days,  at  fifty  cents  each. 

J.  G.  BEXTOX,  M^r, 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Waahingtorij  December  13, 1870. 

Commanding  Officer,  Aygusta  Arsenal,  Augusta,  G^Borgia  : 

Send  by  fast  freight  to  Sprino^eld  armory  all  unserviceable  Spring 
field  breech-loaders,  model  of  eighteen  sixtv-six. 

S.  V.  BENIST, 
Major  of  Ordnance,  in  Charge. 
Eepeat  to — 

1.  Commanding  officer   Leavenworth    arsenal,  Fort   Leavenworth^ 
Kansas. 

2.  Commanding  officer  United  States  arsenal,  San  Antonio,  Texas. 

3.  Commanding  officer  ordnance  depot,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  D,  C,  December  14, 1870. 

Commanding  Officer,  United  States  Arsenal,  Benicia,  California : 

Send  by  way  of  Panama,  and  utmost  speed,  to  Colonel  Crispin,  New 
York,  all  new  and  all  serviceable  and  unserviceable  Springfield  breech- 
loading  moskets,  model  of  1866.  Freight  paid  by  Colonel  Crispin. 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtmi,  D.  C,  December  14,  1870. 

Commanding  Officer,  Augusta  Arsenal,  Augusta,  Georgia  : 

Send  by  fast  freight  to  Colonel  Crispin,  New  York,  all  new  and  all  ser 
viceable  Springfield  breech-loading  muskets,  model  of  1866,  which  may 
be  at  voar  post.    Freight  paid  by  Colonel  Crispin. 

S.  V.  BEN  fix. 

Major  of  Ordnance, 

Eepeat  to — 

1.  Commanding  officer  Detroit  arsenal,  Dearbornville,  Michigan. 

2.  Commanding  officer- Leavenworth  arsenal.  Fort  Leavenworth,  Kan- 
sas. 

3.  Commanding  officer  United  States  arsenal,  San  Antonio,  Texas. 

4.  Commanding  officer  ordnance  depot,  Omaha,  Nebraska. 

i>.  Commanding  officer  ordnance  depot,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 


fBy  telegraph  from  Augasta,  Georgia,  14tb,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

December  15,  1870—9.40. 

» 

To  General  A.  B,  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Telegrams  of  yesterday  and  to-day  received.  All  arms  will  leave 
Oliarleston'on  steamer  Saturday  morning.  That  is  best  that  can  be 
done.    Beach  New  York  Tuesday  morning. 

D.  W.  FLAGLEE, 

Captain  of  Ordnance. 
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[By  telegraph  from  BeDicia,  California,  14.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

December  15,  1870—9.40. 
To  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

Does  your  telegram  call  for  all  the  Springfield  breech-loading  muf* 
kets  at  this  arsenal,  one  thousand  tbree  hundred  and  ninety-nine! 
Answer. 

J.  MCALLISTER, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WashingtoHj  December  15, 1870. 

G03IMANDING  Officer  U.  S.  Arsenal,  Benicia^  California  : 

Telegram  received.    Yes. 

S.  V.  BBNfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnantt. 


[By  telegraph  from  Omaha,  Nehraaka,  14, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

December  15, 1870—0.40. 
To  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

Telegram  received.    About  500  new  and  100  serviceable  on  hand  hen-. 
Will  send  them  at  once ;  500  new  and  800  serviceable  at  Cheyenne  de 
I>ot,  and  about  1200  serviceable,  not  in  hands  of  troops,  at  other  posts  io 
this  department. 
Shall  I  send  them  ? 

J.  R.  McGINNESS, 

Chief  of  Ordnanct, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Wa^hingUmj  December  15, 1870. 

Commanding  Officer  Ordnance  Depot,  Omaha,  Nebraska : 

Telegram  received.    Yes. 

S.  y.  BBNET, 

Major  of  Ordnanef. 


National  Armory,  Springfield,  Massachusetts, 

December  15, 1870. 

Permit  Lieutenant  Smoot,  agent  of  Austin  Baldwin  &  Co.,  to  examine 
ten  and  twenty -pounder  Parrott  and  three-inch  ammunition. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnemtt^ 
Commanding  Officers, 

WatervUet  Arsenal^  Washington  Arsenal^  Frankford  Arsenal 


I 
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New  York,  December  19, 1870. 

Commanding  Officer, 

Commanding  National  Armory j  Springfield,  Mass. : 

Change  at  once  to  central  fire  and  for  our  cartridge  all  Joslyn  mas*^ 
kets  yon  have  and  may  receive,  and  hold  them  subject  to  Crispin's  re- 
quisition. 

A.  B.  DYER, 
Chief  of  Ord)iance,  United  States  Army. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  2:J,  1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Depabtment, 

December  23, 1870—11.37 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

Please  authorize  me  to  call  on  Colonel  Laidley  to  overhaul  such  am- 
munition  improperly  packed  that  I  maj'  send  him. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U.  S,  A, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  December  23, 1870. 

Sir  :  Lieutenant  Colonel  Laidley  has  this  day  been  instructed  to- 
cause  to  be  overhauled  such  improperly-packed  ammunition  as  you  may 
send  to  New  York  arsenal  for  that  purpose. 
Respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 
Commanding  Officer,  New  York  Agency. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  December  30, 1870. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Houston  and  Oreene,  New  York : 

Twenty-pounder  Parrott's  and  carriages  at  Washington  arsenal  have 
all  been  in  service.    Sliall  they  be  prepared  for  issue  f 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  30, 1870.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

December  31, 1870—9.45. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Telegram  received.  Please  direct  Washington  arsenal  to  have  prepared 
lor  shipment  sixty-three  twenty-pounder  Parrott  guns,  if  they  are  as 
good  as  new,  and  also  twenty-five  carriages,  if  they  can  be  made  as- 
good  as  cleaned  and  repaired. 

S.  CRISPm,       , 
Brevet  Colonel,  United  States  Army. 
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[By  telegraph  from  Hartford,  Connecticut,  4,  1871.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Depart>ient, 

January  4,  1871 — 11.54. 

Major  General  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

Will  you  sell  us  twenty  muskets,  model  of  1868 ;  also,  three  cadet 
breech-loaders?    If  yes,  please  have  them  sent  here. 

FRANKLIN. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  6,  1871.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  6,  1871—12.10. 

General  A.  B.  Ditsr,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Benton  has  five  hundred,  more  or  less,  Spencer  rifles  on  hand. 
Please  authorize  sale  at  thirty  dollars. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  U,  S.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnanft, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Wa8hin{itanj  January  6,  1871. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Corner  Houston  and  Oreene,  New  York: 

Telegram  received.    Sell  Spencers  at  thirty  dollars  each. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  7,  1871.] 

0  Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  7, 1871 — 1  p.  m. 

•General  A.  B.  Dyer  : 

If  the  Navy  have  any  Spencer  rifles,  I  can  sell  them  at  thirty  dollai?. 
Please  answer. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  If.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtouj  January  7,  1871. 

Major  S.  Crispin,  Houston  &  Oreene^  Kew  York : 

Commander  navy-yard  instructed  to  issue  to  you  Spencer  rifles. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Wa^shinfftony  January  17, 1S7L 
E.  H.  Rice,  Esq.,  Washington  City : 

Colonel  Crispin  will  be  here  in  the  morning. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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[Bj-  tele«?raph  from  New  York,  17,  1871.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Departbient, 

tJanuary  17,  1871—10.7. 
Goueml  A.  B.  Dyer, 

Chief  Bureau  of  Ordnance^  War  Dejxtrtment  : 

We  take  all  the  batteries. 
Have  seen  Crispin. 

J.  SCHUYLER  CROSBY. 


[By  telegraph.] 

New  Y^ork,  January  17,  1871. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

We  of  course  take  with  the  batteries  all  the  ammunition,  at  prices 
fixed  bv  Crispin. 

J.  SCHUYLER  CROSBY. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  January  17,  1871. 

J.  ScHUi'LER  Crosby,  JSeic  Yorl : 

You  can  only  purchase  from  Colonel  Crispin. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 


[By  telegrapli.] 

New  York,  January  17,  1871. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

We  have  tendered  Crispin  our  check,  which  he  refuses  until  he  hears 
from  you.  We  telegraphed  you  at  9  o'clock  this  morning  that  we  would 
take  the  batteries.  We  again  dispatched  later,  saying  we  of  course 
wanted  the  ammunition. 

Please  instruct  Crispin  and  telegraph  reply. 

Answer  bv  bearer. 

J.  SCHUYLER  CROSBY. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  January  17,  1871. 

J.  Schuyler  Crosby,  Kexo  York  : 

Telegram  received.    Crispin's  course  approved.    Purchase  can  only 
^e  made  through  him. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 
t  Washinfftonj  January  18, 1871. 

Commanding  Officer, 

New  York  Agency j  Houston  and  Greene^  Neic  York : 

Sell  to  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  twenty  batteries  of  six  three-iuch  Par- 
rot guns,  with  not  exceeding  500  roands  of  unfixed  ammunition  pergan, 
at  established  prices,  margin  of  twenty  per  cent,  to  be  deposited  with 
you  by  2  p.  m.  on  Friday  next,  20th  instant. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Wa^sMngtoUj  January  18, 1871, 

Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  121  Front  street^  Few  York : 

Crispin  authorized  to  sell  you  twenty  batteries  of  six  3-iDch  Parrot: 
guns,  with  not  exceeding  five  hundred  rounds  of  unfixed  ammanition 
per  gun,  at  established  prices ;  provided  margin  of  twenty  per  cent  oa 
purchase-money  is  deposited  with  him  by  2  o'clock  p.  m.  on  Friday. 
20th  instant. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  January'  18,  1871.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyee,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

We  offer  you  seven  dollars  each  for  the  thirty -four  thousand  Enfield; 
aiM  will  margin  on  receipt  of  vour  reply. 

J.  SCHUYLER  CROSBY, 

101  Front  Street 
Answer  by  bearer. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WashinffUmj  January  IS,  1871. 

Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  121  Front  Street^  New  York  : 

Fifteen  thousand  cleaned   and  repaired  Springfields  for  sale.    >\> 
Eufields. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  .lauiiary  18,  1871.] 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

We  want,  in  addition  to  offer  of  this  morning,  fourteen  thousand  iv- 
paired  and  cleaned  Enlields,  and  oflfer  five  dollars.    Please  reply. 

J.  SCHUYLER  CROSBY. 
Answer  by  bearer. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  January  18,  1871. 

Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  121  Front  Street,  New  Yorlc:  * 

Telegrams  received.    Anns  will  not  be  sold  at  less  than  prices  already 
given  voii. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telvg^ruph  from  New  York,  1871.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  18,  1871—2.34. 
To  General  A,  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Wc  accept  tbe  batteries,  and  will  have  margin  up  with  Colonel  Cris- 
pin.   Have  vou  the  fourteen  thousand  cleaned  and  repaired  En  fields  f 

SMITH,  CROSBY  &  CO. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  January  18,  1871. 

C03IMANDING  OFFICER, 

United  States  Armory,  Springfield j  Mass,: 

How  many  Sharp's  rifles  for  linen  cartridges  have  you  t 
Can  the  fifty-two  caliber  Sharp's  carbines  be  changed  into  rifies;  ana 
if  so,  how  soon  and  at  what  price  f 

It  is  coiitenrplated  to  alter  one  thousand  Sharp's  carbines,  fifty-two 
caliber,  to  Sharp-s  rifle-muskets,  for  competitive  trial  with  Springfield 
and  Remington  muskets.  &nd  to  sell  the  Sharp's  rifles  for  linen  car- 
tridges which  have  been  kept  for  alteration. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
• 

[By  telegraph  from  Springfield,  Massachnsette,  Jaanary  19, 1871.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  19,  1871. 

Geuoial  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Telegram  received.  Have  on  hand  no  Sharp's  carbines  or  rifles  for 
linen  cartridge;  all  have  been  altered.  Can  alter  the  3,800  Sharp's  car- 
bines, .52  caliber,  to  rifles,  with  bayonets,  in  30  days,  at  $7  each.  The 
1,000  Sharp's  trial  rifle-musket  are  well  advanced  in  alteration. 

J.  G.  BENTON, 
Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  January  20,  1871. 

Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  yew  York : 

liCtter  received.    Make  your  offer,  specifying  articles,  prices,  and  time 
for  delivery.    Department  can  then  say  what  it  will  agree  to  do. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 
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[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  January  20, 1871.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  20, 1871—1.36. 
To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chkf  of  Ordnance : 

Can  you  famish  new  Enfield  bayonets  at  twenty-five  cents  each !  If 
so,  how  many;  and  if  not,  at  what  price;  how  muchf  Uave  you 
any  new  Springfield  bayonets  f     If  so,  how  many,  and  at  what  price  ? 

SCHUYLER,  HARTLEY  &  GRAHAM. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Depart^ient, 

Washington^  January  20, 187L 

Messrs.  Schuyler,  Hartley  &  Graham,  Nexc  York : 

Telegram  received.    No  Enfield  bayonets  for  sale  at  this  time. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  Jauaary  20,  1871.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  20,  1871 — ^2.5  p.  m. 

General  A,  B.  Dy^r,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

We  have  deposited  certified  check  for  batteries.  We  offer  you  seven 
ninety  for  the  thirty-five  thousand  Enfields^and  will  deposit  for  them. 
Please  answer. 

SMITH,  CROSBY  &  CO., 

121  Front  Street 
Answer  wanted  before  bank  closes. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  January  20, 1871.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  20, 1871—2.47. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Margin  has  been  deposited  by  Smith,  Crosby  &  (^o.,  for  batteries, 
without  ammunition. 

CHARLES  J.  McGOWAX, 

Chief  CltrL 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  January  20,  l''^71. 

Messrs.  Smith  Crosby,  &  Co.,  121  Front  Street^  Xeic  York: 

Bids  for  E  fields  declined. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  OrdnoKCf. 
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[By  tolograpli  from  New  York,  January  21, 1871.] 

To  General  A.,B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Department : 

Please  reply  to  our  telegram  of  yesterday  offering  eight  dollars  for 
the  tbirty-four  thousand  Enfields. 

SMITH,  CKOSBY  &  CO, 

Answer  by  bearer,  sure. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Depart^ient, 

Washington,  January  21, 1871. 

Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  121  Front  Street,  New  Yorlc : 

Will  sell  you  the  Enfields  at  eight  dollars  if  margin  is  deposited  by 
noon  on  Monday  next. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chwf  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  January  21, 1871. 

Commanding  Officer  New  York  Agency, 

Homton  and  Greene  streets,  New  Yorlc : 

Sell  thirty-six  thousand  new  Enfields,  at  $8  each,  to  Smith,  Crosby 
&  Co.,  if  they  deposit  margin  of  20  per  cent,  by  noon  on  Monday  next. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  January  21,  IBTl."! 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Depar  tment, 

tTanwiry  21, 1871—12.45. 

■ 

Colonel  Crispin  or  A.  B.  Dyer  : 

At  what  figure  can  we  have  thirty-six  thousand  (30,000)  new  Enfields^ 
depositing  margin  immediately  f 

How  soon  can  you  deliver  fifty  thousand  three-inch  Parrott  shell 
with  timefuse  I 

Answer  immediately. 

STARR  &  FRAZIER. 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  January  21,  1871.] 

AVestern  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  21, 1871—12.49. 

To  Colonel  Silas  Crispin  or  General  A.  B.  Dyer  : 

Can  I  have  seven  or  eight  thousand  Enfields,  second  class,  unservice 
able,  and  at  what  figures  I 

W.  S.  STARR. 

Answer. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WaMngton,  January  21, 1871. 

Messrs.  Starr  &  Frazier,  Netc  York :  • 

Can  offer  no  new  Enfields  before  noon  Monday,  as  they  may  hare 
been  sold.  Make  offer  for  Parrott  3-inch  projectiles,  stating  when  Uiej 
mast  be  delivered.    Make  offer  for  unserviceable  Enfields. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  23, 1871. 

To  General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

A  margin  of  fifty-seven  thousand  six  hundred  dollars  has  been  depos- 
ited on  Enfields  by  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  and  sale  transferred  to  C.  K. 
Garrison. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel^  V.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  January  23,  J871. 

Major  S.  Crispin, 

Corner  Houston  and  Greene  streets^  Neve  YorJc : 

The  President  directs  that  sales  of  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  be 
discontinued. 
Acknowledge  receipt. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washi7igt<m^  January  23,  1871. 

Commanding  Officer  New  York  Agency, 

Corner  Houston  and  Oreene : 

Referring  to  telegram  ordering  suspension  of  sales,  you  will  deliver 
all  stores  sold  previous  to  receipt  of  said  telegram. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance* 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York  23,  1871.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Depar3£ent, 

January  24,  1871—9.35. 

liencral  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

Your  telegram,  transmitting  instructions  of  the  President,  received 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U,  S.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance, 
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[By  telegraph  firom  New  York.] 

Western  Union  Teleoraph,  War  Department, 

January  24, 1871. 

To  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ord/nance : 

Will  the  sale  at  Watervliet  arsenal  take  place  to-morrow  f    Answer 
by  telegraph. 

A.  HITCHCOCK, 

48  Dey  Street 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  January  24, 1871. 

CoMMANDiNa  Officer  Watervleit  Arsenal : 

Sales  of  ordnance  stores  stopped  by  order  of  the  President. 
The  Fenian  property  will  be  sold  as  heretofore  directed. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  25, 1871.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  25, 1871—11.35. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Garrison,  on  Smith  &  Crosby's  purchase,  needs  sixty  thousand  three 
inch  projectiles  for  batteries.  No  margin  for  ammunition  was  deposited? 
application,  however,  was  made  for  it  just  prior  to  instructions  to  discon- 
tinue sale.  Steinberger  wants  the  sixty-three  hundred  Enfields  awarded 
in  October  last;  margin  is  up,  but  time  expired  for  delivery.  Would 
recommend  consummation.    Please  reply  by  telegraph. 

S.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel,  U.  8.  A.,  Major  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Wa^shington,  January  25, 1871. 
Commanding  Officer,  Kew  YorJe  Agency, 

Houston  and  Oreene,  New  York : 

The  sixty  thousand  rounds  of  ammunition  should  go  with  the  bat- 
teries sold  to  Smith  &  Crosby.    Whole  margin  should  be  deposited  at 
once. 
Consummate  sale  of  Enfields  made  in  October  to  Steinberger. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance, 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  26, 1871—9.50. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance: 

We  do  not  want  ammunition  with  battery  sold  us. 

J.  SCHUYLEK  CEOSBY. 
52  s  A 
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[By  telegraph  iironi  New  Tork.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

January  28, 1871—2.10. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Ordnance  Department: 

Has  my  proposition  for  Enfields  been  accepted  f    Answer. 

W.  8.  STARR 


[By  telegraph  from  New  York,  30.] 

Western  Union  Teleoraph,  War  Department, 

JanfMry  30, 1871— 1U7. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer: 

Can  I  get  the  8,000  Enfieldsf 

W.  S.  STARR, 
Comer  Dey  and  CkunA. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtony  Febrwiry  6, 187L 

GOMMANDINO  OFFICER  New  York  Agency, 

Roueton  and  Cfreene,  Hf.  Y: 

Gonsammate  sale  of  onserriceable  Enfields  to  Starr. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnanee. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  February  13, 187L 

GoHMANDiNO  OFFICER  New  YorJc  Agency, 

Houston  and  Oreene,  New  York : 

Sell  Starr  twenty-four  ten -pounder  Parrotts  at. established  price. 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnanee. 


[By  telegraph  firom  New  York,  14.] 

W.  U.  TELEaRAPH,  War  Department, 

February  14, 1871—3^. 
General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance  : 

1  am  ready  to  take,  on  account  of  my  purchase  of  the  nineteenth  (19th 
of  January,  of  carbines  altered  to  rifles,  the  twelve  hundred,  more  *>r 
less.  Spencer  carbines  on  hand  at  National  Armory,  altered  to  lifl^ 
at  tnirty  dollars  per  arm,  aud  will  deposit  the  seven  dollars  margin  per 
arm  required  as  soon  as  advised  here.    Reply,  care  Crispin. 

T.  POULTSEY. 
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[Telegram.] 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  February  15, 1871. 

Commanding  Officer  New  York  Agency^ 

Houston  and  Oreenej  New  York : 

Inform  Poaltney  that  the  Secretary  of  War  declines  to  authorize  altera- 
tion and  sale  of  iSpencers  on  his  telegram  of  yesterday  and  your  recom- 
mendation. 

A.  B.  DYEE,. 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 

[By  telegraph  from  New  York.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

February  16, 1871—8. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance : 

Telegram  of  yesterday  received  and  the  words  "and  your  recommen- 
dation" not  understood.    Please  reply. 

8.  CRISPIN, 
Brevet  Colonel  U.  8.  A,j  Major  of  Ordnaaiee. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washingtonj  February  16, 1871. 

Commanding  Officer  Ordnance  Agency, 

Houston  and  Oreene^  New  York : 

Telegram  received.    Words  "  and  your  recommendation''  should  not 
have  twBeu  in  my  telegram  of  yesterday. 

The  Secretary  decided  that  Ponltney  could  not  have  the  Spencers 
referred  to  in  his  dispatch  to  me  of  Tuesday. 

A.  B.  DYEE, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  March  11, 1871. 
William  Hudson  Lawrence, 

Corner  Exchange  Place  and  Hanover  street^  New  York, 

Sales  of  new  Springfields  will  be  recommenced  at  twelve,  ($12 ;)  cleaned 
and  repaired  at  nine,  ($9.) 

A.  B.  DYER, 

Chief  of  Ordnance. 


LBy  telegraph  from  West  Troy,  New  York,  3, 1871.] 

Western  Union  Telegraph,  War  Department, 

April  3, 1871—3.42. 

General  A.  B.  Dyer  : 

Can  I  purchase  four  thousand  Sharp's  cartridges  from  Crcneral  Hag- 
ner  f    Give  price. 

E.  LAWEENOE. 
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Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

WasMfifftony  April  4, 1871. 
E.  Lawrence,  West  Troy^  N.  Y.: 

No  Sharp's  cartridges  at  Watervliet.    Apply  to  Colonel  Crispin. 

S.  V.  BENET, 
Major  of  Ordnancey  in  charge. 


Washington,  April  23, 1872. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  letter  from 
Major  Ben6t,  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  testimony: 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington,  April  22, 1872. 

Sir:  I  desire  to  state,  in  answer  to  that  portion  of  the  letter  of 
W,  B.  Franklin,  printed  on  page  655  of  the  testimony,  which  refers 
to  the  subject  of  ^*  stoppage  of  sales''  in  the  latter  part  of  October, 
1870,  and  the  portions  of  his  testimony  on  pages  751  to  759,  referring  to 
the  same  subject,  that  no  general  stoppage  of  sales  of  arms  and  other 
ordnance  stores  took  place  during  the  time  stated  by  him.  The  De- 
partment did  at  various  times  dectiue  to  sell  certain  classes  of  arms 
during  the  fall  of  1870,  as  at  all  other  times;  and  this  was  according  to 
the  general  custom  of  the  Department.  But  no  suspension  of  sales  took 
place  except  between  January  23,  1871,  and  April  24, 1871,  bj-  order  of 
the  President.  The  postponement  of  bids  from  October  13  to  October  l^ 
1870,  was  not  in  any  sense  a  suspension,  and  it  was  the  only  case  of  the 
kind  which  occurred  during  the  fall  of  that  year. 

I  have  also  read  the  letters  submitted  by  him,  and  printed  on  page* 
720  and  721.  In  the  letters  on  the  Oatlinggun  transaction,  printed  od 
page  622,  the  proposition  referred  to  as  having  been  made  to  me^  aod 
by  me  forwarded  to  General  Dyer,  (page  720,)  does  not  appear.  I  have 
instituted  a  careful  search  for  said  proposition,  and  no  such  paper,  and 
not  even  a  reference  to  it  in  any  manner,  can  be  found  on  the  files  of 
this  ofAce,  and  I  have  no  recollection  of  the  proposition  being  made  to 
me.  It  is  possible^  however,  that  it  may  have  been  stated  to  me  ia  gen- 
eral conversation,  and  I  may  have  mentioned  it  in  an  informal  way  to 
General  Dyer  by  letter,  so  that  when  General  Franklin  spoke  to  him  he 
appeared  to  be  conversant  with  the  matter. 

The  interview  referred  to  by  R.  J.  Gatling  (on  page  721)  may  hare 
taken  place,  although  I  have  no  recollection  of  it.  I  do  remember  that 
Gatling  stated  to  me  (when,  I  do  not  know)  that  he  was  anxioa^ 
that  the  United  States  should  have  some  of  his  guns  with  the  new  im- 
provements, and  that  he  would  be  willing  to  exchange  some,  even  at  6 
loss  to  his  company,  because  the  United  States  had  first  recognized  the 
merits  of  his  gun  and  had  been  the  first  purchasers  of  his  gans,  and 
ought  to  have  some  of  the  best  that  were  made.  But  I  do  not  recollect 
whether  this  conversation  took  place  before  the  Colts  Company  made 
their  application,  or  that  it  had  any  reference  to  that  transaction. 

I  will  thank  you  to  entertain  and  consider  this  as  a  part  of  my  testi- 
mony. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Major  of  Ordnance. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Committee 

TO  Investigate  the  Sales  of  Arms, 

Senate  of  the  United  States. 
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Washington,  April  23, 1872. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  letter  from  W. 
B.  Franklin,  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  testimony: 

Hartford,  Conn.,  April  22, 1872. 

Sir  :  In  compliance  with  the  request  of  the  committee  that  I  would 
learn  the  precise  date  of  my  visit  to  Washington  on  the  matter  of  the 
Turkish  business  in  arms,  I  called  on  the  Turkish  minister  imme- 
diately after  the  adjournment  of  the  committee  on  Friday  last,  and  he 
showed  me  the  letter  which  I  had  written  him  on  the  subject.  Its  date 
is  October  24, 1871,  so  that  the  transaction  took  place  one  year  later 
than  I  supposed  when  I  was  before  the  committee. 

I  cannot  find  from  my  memoranda  that  I  wa«  in  Washington  in  Octo- 
ber, 1870,  nor  from  that  time  until  December,  1870.  Although  I  have 
a  general  impression  that  I  had  a  conversation  with  General  Dyer,  like 
that  which  I  mentioned,  in  relation  to  the  Turkish  business,  and  in  Oc- 
tober, 1871.  I  am  not  positive  enough  about  it  to  make  such  an  impres- 
sion a  basis  for  testimony,  as,  when  I  did  testify  on  the  subject,  I  made 
a  mistake  of  one  year  in  date. 

Neither  have  I  overheard  more  than  one  suspension  of  sales  referred  to. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

W.  B.  FEANKLIN. 

Hon.  H.  Hamlin, 
Chairman  Senate  Committee  on  Sales  of  Arms^  Washington^  D.  C. 


Washington,  April  23, 1872. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  communication 
from  the  Ordnance  Office,  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  with  the 
testimony: 

Ordnance  Office,  War  Department, 

Washington^  April  23,  1872. 

Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  the  statement  of  small- 
arms  on  hand  each  year,  from  1865  to  1871,  as  requested  by  Senator 
Schurz  on  the  15th  instant. 

It  has  been  impossible  to  send  it  sooner,  the  labor  involved  in  work- 
ing up  the  information  being  very  great. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  V.  BENfiT, 

Mc^or  of  Ordnance. 
Hon.  Hannibal  Hamlin, 

Chairman  Select  Committee  to  Investigate  Sales  of  ArmSj  (&c. 
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Statement  of  serviceable  and  unserviceable  arms  on  hand  at  the  ar^fiuiJf  «i4 
estimated  number  of  serviceable  arms  in  the  Mnds  of  troops,  for  tk  W- 
lowing  years,  viz : 


8 

0 

AT  ASSENAT.S. 

Estimated  number  of 
serviceable    small 
arms  in  hands  of 
troops. 

be 

1 

! 

Serviceable. 

Unserviceable. 

Total. 

1865 

1866 

1867 

1868 

1869 

1870 

1871 

1, 202, 676 
1, 406, 568 
1, 466, 271 
1, 512, 263 
1, 352, 751 
1, 160, 868 
682, 884 

450,968 
939, 618 
969, 632 
594,  726 
446, 607 
546, 628 
434,362 

995, 795 
160, 079 
04,196 
01,729 
61,  757 
46,562 
44,164 

2,649,439 
2,506,2a) 

2, 168, 71^ 

1, 861,  in 
i,754,av^ 

1,161,410 

Eemarks. — About  100,000  mnskets  were  burned  in  the  fire  which  oc- 
curred at  Washington  arsenal  in  1866, 


The  number  of  serviceable  and  unserviceable  arms  here  reported  as 
on  hand  at  the  arsenals  is  the  axitual  number  as  shown  by  the  records  of 
this  Office. 

The  quantity  of  arms  here  reported  as  in  the  hands  of  troops  is  the 
estivfiated  number,  baaed  on  the  number  of  regiments  in  service,  as 
stated  in  the  Army  Register  and  volunteer  records.  This  has  been 
done  on  account  of  the  desire  for  an  immediate  report,  (see  p.  649  of 
printed  testimony.)  It  would  take  many  weeks  to  ascertain  the  aciml 
number  of  arms  in  the  hands  of  troops  during  the  years  named. 

The  number  of  serviceable  arms  now  on  hand  at  the  arsenals  is  about 
682,869,  and  made  up  of— 

Breech-loaders. 

Springfield,  Alliums  alteration,  caliber  .58 2, 202 

cadet,  models  of  1866  and  1869 l.*^<^ 

model  ofl866 10,9(i6 

model  of  1868 12,761) 

model  of  1870 6,  OTt) 

Sharp's  breach-loading  carbines 20,  S21 

Spencer's  breech-loading  carbines 5, 2J?* 

Other  breech-loading  carbines 46,619 

Colt's  and  Remington's  pistols 15.96U 
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Muzzle-loaders. 

Springfields,  caliber  .58,  new 365, 378 

cleaned  and  repaired 41, 693 

— — —  397  071 

Enfield's,  caliber  .58 82^  280 

Other  models 81, 000 

Total 682,869 

In  hands  of  troops  in  the  field: 

Breech-loading  Muikets. 

Bemington's,  caliber  .50 1,000 

Sharp's,  caliber  .50 1, 000 

Springfield's,  caliber  .60 19, 019 

Ward-Burton's,  caliber  .50 600 

Breech-loading  Carbines, 

Springfield's,  caliber  .50 300 

Spencer's,  caliber  .50 4, 084 

Sharp's,  caliber  .50 5, 397 

Eemington's,  caliber  .50 300 

Eevolving  pistols,  caliber  .44 8, 031 

39, 731 


Exhibit  No.  3. 

JOURNAL  OF  THE   COMMITTEE,  AND  INDEX  TO 

THE   TESTIMONY. 

Washington,  D.  C, 
Wednesday,  March  6, 1872 — 11  a.  m. 

The  Senate  having  yesterday  elected  Messrs.  Hamlin,  Carpenter, 
Sawyer,  Ames,  Harlan,  Logan,  and  Stevenson,  the  committee  under  the 
following  resolution,  adopted  by  the  Senate  on  the  29th  of  February, 
viz: 

Resolved,  That  a  select  committee  of  seven  be  appointed  to  investigate 
all  sales  of  ordnance  stores  made  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  the  30th  of  June,  A.  D.  1871,  to 
ascertain  the  persons  to  whom  such  sales  were  made,  the  circumstances 
under  which  they  were  made,  the  sums  respectively  paid  by  said  pur- 
chasers to  the  United  States,  and  the  disposition  made  of  the  proceeds 
of  said  sales ;  and  that  said  committee  also  inquire  and  report  whether 
any  naember  of  the  Senate,  or  any  other  American  citizen,  is  or  has 
been  in  communication  or  collusion  with  the  government  or  authorities 
of  any  foreign  power,  or  with  any  agent  or  officer  thereof,  in  reference 
to  the  said  matter ;  and,  also,  whether  breech-loading  muskets,  or  other 
muskets  capable  of  being  transformed  into  breech-loaders,  have  not 
been  sold  by  the  War  Department  in  such  large  numbers  as  seriously 
to  impair  the  defensive  capacity  of  the  country  in  time  of  war ;  and  that 
the  committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers ;  and  that  the 
investigation  be  conducted  in  public ; 

March  5, 1872. 

The  following-named  Senators  were  appointed  the  select  committee 
under  the  foregoing  resolution,  viz :  Mr.  Hamlin,  Mr.  Carpenter,  Mr. 
Sawyer,  Mr.  Logan,  Mr.  Ames,  Mr.  Harlan,  and  Mr.  Stevenson. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  committee  be  authorized  to  employ  a  stenog- 
rapher. 
Attest : 

GEO.  C.  GORHAM, 

Secretary. 

The  members  of  the  committee  assembled  at  the  room  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Territories  j  all  the  members  being  present. 

After  an  informal  conversation  as  to  the  chairmanship  of  the  com- 
mittee, Mr.  Logan  moved  that  Mr.  Hamlin  be  the  chairman  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  Hamlin  stated  that  he  x)referred  and  desired  that  some  other 
member  be  selected. 

Mr.  Harlan  put  the  question  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Logan,  and  it  was 
voted  for  by  Messrs.  Carpenter  Sawyer,  Ames,  Harlan,  and  Logan. 

Mr.  Hamlin  thereupon  took  the  chair. 

The  chairman  suggested  that,  in  view  of  the  debate  in  the  Senate  on 
the  resolution  under  which  the  committee  was  appointed,  it  would  be 
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advisable  to  request  Senators  Samner,  Schurz,  and  Gonkling  to  appear 
before  the  committee,  and  famish  any  evidence  in  their  power. 

The  suggestion  being  acceded  to,  the  chairman  was  direcfed  to  address 
notes  to  those  gentlemen,  requesting  their  attendance  at  the  sessions  of 
the  committee. 

It  was  ordered  that  the  chairman  request  the  attendance  as  a  witness, 
to-morrow,  of  Hon.  W.  W.  Belknap,  Secretary  of  War. 

On  motion,  the  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  10.30  o'clock 
a.  m. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Thursday,  March  7, 1872—10.30  a.  n. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  all  the  members. 

Wm.  S.  Dodge  was  appointed  clerk  of  the  committee. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  letters,  numbered  1,  2, 3, 
addressed  by  him  to  Senators  Schurz,  Sumner,  and  Gonkling,  and  the 
reply  of  Senator  Schurz,  numbered  4,  which  were  placed  on  file. 

Mr.  Schurz  being  present,  and  his  letter  above  referred  to  having  been 
read,  he  stated  that  it  expressed  his  views. 


United  States  Senate  Chamber, 

Washington^  March  6,  1872. 

Sib  :  The  select  committee  elected  by  the  Senate  to  '^  investigate  all 
sales  of  ordnance  stores  made  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
during  the  year  ending  the  30th  June,  1871,"  and  for  other  purposes, 
having  organized,  I  have  been  directed  by  the  committee  to  request 
you  to  furnish  the  committee  with  any  and  all  evidence  in  your  posses- 
sion or  knowledge  which  will  aid  the  committee  in  making  a  full  and 
thorough  investigation  of  the  subjects  named  in  the  resolution. 

The  committee  will  meet  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  MiUtarj 
Affairs  on  Thursday,  March  7,  at  10.30  o^clock  a.  m.,  and  if  it  shall  be 
convenient  and  agreeable  to  yourself,  the  committee  will  be  pleased  if 
you  will  be  present  at  their  meetings. 
Very  respectfully,  yours,  &c. 


H.  HAMLIN, 
Chairman  of  Committee. 


Hon.  Carl  Schurz. 


United  States  Senate  Chakbeb, 

Washingtonj  March  6, 1872. 

Sir:  The  select  committee  elected  by  the  Senate  to  ^Mnvestigat^ 
all  sales  of  ordnance  stores  made  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  during  the  year  ending  the  30th  June,  1871,"  and  for  other  par- 
poses,  having  organized,  1  havQ  been  directed  by  the  committee  to  re- 
quest  you  to  furnish  the  committee  with  any  and  all  evidence  in  your 
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possession  or  knowledge  which  will  aid  the  committee  in  making  a  fall 
and  thorough  investigation  of  the  subjects  named  in  the  resohition. 

The  committee  will  meet  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  on  Thursday,  March  7,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.,  and  if  it  shall  be 
convenient  and  agi*eeable  to  yourself,  the  committee  will  be  pleased  if 
you  will  be  present  at  their  meetings. 
Very  respectfully,  vours,  &c., 

H.  HAMLIN, 
Chairman  of  Committee. 
Hon.  Ghables  Sumner. 


United  States  Senate  Chamber, 

Wa^shingtoTij  March  6, 1872. 

Sir  :  The  select  committee  elected  by  the  Senate  to  ^^  investigate  all 
sales  of  ordnance  stores  made  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
during  the  year  ending  June  30, 1871,"  and  for  other  purposes,  having 
organized,  I  have  been  directed  by  the  committee  to  request  you  to 
furnish  the  committee  with  any  and  all  evidence  in  your  possession  or 
knowledge  which  will  aid  the  committee  in  making  a  full  and  thorough 
investigation  of  the  subjects  named  in  the  resolution. 

The  committee  will  meet  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  on  Thursday,  March  7,  at  10.30  o'clock,  a.  m. 
Very  respectfully,  yours,  &c., 

H.  HAMLIK, 
Chairman  of  Committee. 
Hon.  Eosgoe  Oonkling. 


Washington,  March  7, 1872. 

Sir  :  I  have  received  your  letter,  requesting  me  to  furnish  the  com- 
mittee over  which  you  preside  any  and  all  evidence  in  my  possession  or 
knowledge  which  may  aid  the  committee  in  its  investigation. 

In  reply,  I  desire  to  say  that,  in  the  speeches  I  delivered  in  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  subject  in  question,  I  stated  a  series  of  facts  and  circum- 
stances justifying  the  belief,  or  at  least  the  suspicion,  that  great  wrong 
had  been  done  in  connection  with  the  sales  of  arms. 

These  statements,  printed  in  the  Globe,  are  before  the  committee,  and 
I  can  only  add  that  I  to-day  believe  every  allegation  I  made  in  my 
sx)eeches  to  be  correct,  and  that  they  are  sufficiently  supported  by  docu- 
mentary evidence  to  form  a  solid  basis  for  an  inquiry,  and  to  guide  a 
committee  desiring  to  make  a  thorough  investigation  of  the  matter. 

Aside  from  this,  information  has  come  to  Mr.  Sumner  and  myself  from 
various  quarters  in  a  more  or  less  definite  shape,  partly  under  the  seal 
of  personal  confidence.  This  information  1  cannot  present  as  evidence, 
for  it  can  only  become  such  by  the  examination  of  witnesses.  The  wit- 
nesses to  be  examined  in  this  case  will  almost  all  be  unwilling  witnesses, 
whose  testimony  will,  in  a  great  measure,  depend  upon  the  manner 
of  their  examination,  where  one  point  will  suggest  another. 

If,  in  this  proceeding,  I  could  properly  be  permitted  to  examine  my- 
self such  witnesses  as  I  should  name  in  the  course  of  the  investigation, 
then  I  am  confident  I  should  be  able  to  prove  the  cori*ectness  of  all  the 
allegations  made  in  my  speeches,  and  the  legitimate  conclusions  drawn 
therefrom. 
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Bat  since,  against  all  parliamentary  usage,  those  who  advocated  tk 
investigation,  and  may  be  presumed  to  have  devoted  some  attention  to 
the  case,  have  been  excluded  from  the  committee,  I  should  prefer  no; 
to  appear  as  taking  part  In  the  proceedings  of  the  committee,  whikl 
can  in  reality  not  exercise  any  influence  upon  its  action. 
1  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

C.  SCHURZ. 
Hon.  Hannibal  Hamlin, 

Chairman  Committee  of  Investigation^  dtc. 


The  Chairman.  Allow  me  to  ask  you  if  you  will  furnish  us  vith  a 
list  of  such  persons  as  yoa  suppose  may  have  knowledge  that  will  be 
important  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  ScHURZ.  I  will  in  the  course  of  the  investigation  furnish  the 
committee  with  the  names  of  persons  that  I  know  will  be  willing  to 
testify.  Of  course,  I  cannot  furnish  them  with  the  names  of  persons 
who  have  addressed  me  under  the  seal  of  personal  confidence  and  in- 
formed me  of  facts;  but,  as  I  st>ate  in  my  letter,  by  the  examination  of 
one  witness  i>oints  may  be  disclosed  that  will  lead  to  the  examination  of 
other  witnesses. 

The  Chairman.  That  we  understand  very  well;  but  we  should  be 
very  glad  to  receive  from  you  the  names  of  all  witnesses  as  you  leel  at 
liberty  to  furnish  us,  and  we  will  summon  them. 

Mr.  Carpenter  moved  that  Senator  Schurz  be  invited  to  attend  all 
the  sessions  of  the  committee  and  examine  such  witnesses  as  he  deem^ 
proper. 

The  motion  was  unanimously  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Schurz.  Am  I  to  understand  that  the  committee  wUl  allow  me 
to  ask  any  questions  of  any  witness  under  examination  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  general ;  and  I  beg  to  assure  you  that  a  fiill 
fair,  and  thorough  investigation  is  to  be  made  here,  let  it  pinch  whoee 
fingers  it  may. 

Mr.  Carpenter.  Of  course  the  understanding  is  that  General  Sehun 
can  examine  any  witness  who  is  produced,  and  any  man  whose  name 
he  furnishes  to  the  chairman  will  be  subpoenaed,  and  he  can  then  ex- 
amine that  witness  fully  and  completely. 

The  Chairman.  Or  any  other  witness.  We  want  a  full,  fair,  and 
thorough  investigation  in  every  respect. 

Hon,  W.  W.  Belknap,  Secretary  of  War,  was  then  swoni  and  examined 
as  a  witness. 

On  motion  the  committee  adjourned  to  meet  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.  to- 
morrow, at  the  house  of  General  A. B.Dyer, Chief  of  Ordnance,  he  bein;r 
too  ill  to  leave  his  home. 

Attest:  WILLIAM  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  of  CommiUee, 


Washington,  D.  C,  Friday,  March  8, 1872. 

The  committee  met  at  10.30  o-clock  a.  m.,  at  the  house  of  Genenl 
A.  B.  Dyer,  Chief  of  Ordnance. 

Present,  all  the  members  of  the  committee.  General  A*  B.  Dyer  wik< 
sworn  and  testified. 
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On  motion  it  was  voted  to  print  daily  the  testimony  as  taken. 

Colonel  Ben6t  and  the  chief  clerk  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau  were  noti- 
fied to  be  present  and  attend  the  meeting  of  the  committee  on  Monday, 
March  11. 

Senator  Stevenson  requested  that  the  bids  from  Eemington  &  Sons, 
to  be  opened  October  13, 1870,  be  furnished  to  the  committee,  which 
was  ordered. 

The  chairman  addressed  two  notes  to  Hon.  A.  M.  Glapp  in  reference 
to  printing  the  evidence  on  file,  numbered  5  and  6. 


United  States  Senate  Ghambeb, 

Washington^  March  8, 1872. 

Sib  :  I  am  directed  by  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate  to  '^  inves- 
tigate all  sales  of  ordnance  stores  made  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1871,"  and  for 
other  purposes,  to  request  that  you  will  furnish  the  committee  fifty 
printed  copies  daily  c^  the  evidence  taken  before  said  committee.  The 
manuscript  will  be  furnished  you  by  Mr.  Murphy,  stenographic  reporter 
of  said  committee. 

EespectfuUy,  yours, 

H.  HAMLIN, 
Chairman  of  Committee. 
A.  M.  Clapp,  Esq., 

Superintendent  Public  Printing. 


United  States  Senate  Chamber, 

Washington,  March  8,  1872. 

Sib  :  Instead  of  fifty  copies  daily  of  the  evidence  taken  by  the  select 
committee  of  the  Senate,  to  "  investigate  the  sale  of  ordnance  stores," 
&c.,  you  will  please  furnish  one  hundred  copies  daily. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.  HAMLIK, 
Chairman  of  Committee, 
A.  M.  Clapp,  Esq., 

Superintendent  Public  Printing, 


Mr.  Clapp  replied.    Letter  on  file,  (No,  7.) 

Letter  from  Hon.  W.  W.  Belknap,  Secretary  of  War,  asking  fifty 
copies  daily  of  the  printed  testimony  taken  by  this  committee,  for  the 
use  of  the  War  Department,  was  received  and  phiced  on  file,  (No.  8.) 

Senator  Schurz  requested  that  General  A.  B.  Dyer's  letter,  dated  at 
New  York  City,  to  Colonel  Ben6t,  in  Washington,  and  dated  December 
12, 1870,  be  furnished  the  committee.    So  ordered. 

On  motion,  voted  to  a4|ourn  to  Monday,  March  11,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Adjourned. 

Attest : 

WM.S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 
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Washington,  D.  C, 
Monday^  March  11,  1872— 10.30  a.  tt. 

The  comitiittee  met  pursuant  to  a<1journment  at  the  room  of  the  Cot 
mittee  on  Naval  Afifairs. 

Present:  Senators  Hamlin,  Carpenter,  Saw^-er,  Ames,  and  Stevens<»u. 
General  Schurz  was  also  present. 

The  journal  of  all  the  previous  sessions  was  read  and  approved. 

The  chief  clerk  of  the  Ordnance  Bureau,  Mr.  V.  McNally,  was  sworn 
and  testified. 

The  committee  directed  that  the  corrected  statement  of  the  paper 
heretofore  produced,  and  marked  A,  be  attached  to  the  testimony  aud  be 
marked  Exhibit  No.  1.  Also  copies  of  advertisements  on  file  in  the 
Ordnance  OflBce,  since  the  passage  of  the  act  of  1868,  were  produced, 
and  are  marked  Exhibit  No.  2.  Letter  from  General  Dyer  to  Major 
Ben^t,  in  regard  to  the  sale  of  breechloaders,  was  put  in,  and  is  aimextNl 
to  the  testimony.  Exhibit  No.  4.  Copies  of  bids  made  October  12  and 
13,  1870,  were  put  in,  Exhibit  No.  3.  Also  correspondence  nnder  the 
advertisement  of  October  17,  1870,  with  the  awards  of  bids,  &<;,,  Ex- 
hibit No.  5.  Also  corresi>oudeuce  relative  to  sale  of  batteries  to  C.  E. 
Garrison,  Exhibit  No.  6.  Also  correspondence  relative  to  the  sale  of 
50,000  muskets  to  E.  Eemington  &  Sons,  in  September,  1870,  Exhibit 
No.  7.  Statement  of  sales  of  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores  made  during 
the  year  ending  June  30, 1871,  Exhibit  No.  8. 

General  Schurz  asked  that  press  copy  of  letter  dated  October  12, 187o» 
from  General  A.  B.  Dyer  to  Colonel  Crispin,  be  famished.  It  wai^ 
ordered. 

Colonel  S.  V.  Ben^t  sworn  and  testified.  Without  concluding,  tbe 
committee  adjourned  to  meet  Wednesday,  March  13,  1872,  at  10.:> 
o'clock  a.  m. 

Adjourned. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Commiitte, 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Wednesdayj  March  13, 1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment,  at  the  room  of  tbe 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Carpenter,  Sawyer,  Harlan,  Logan,  Ames, 
and  Stevenson.    Hon.  Carl  Schurz  was  also  present. 

The  chairman  stated  that  he  had  ordered  one  hundred  copies  (daily) 
of  the  testimony  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  committee,  which  was 
approved. 

Colonel  S.  V.  Ben^t  resumed  his  testimony. 

Press  copy  of  General  A.  B.  Dyer's  letter,  dated  October  12, 1870,  to 
Colonel  Crispin,  was  produced  and  read  by  Colonel  Ben^t.  It  was 
ordered  to  be  annexed  to  the  testimony. 

Papers  called  for  by  General  Schurz,  Monday,  March  11,  referring  w 
sales  of  ordnance  stores  between  the  date  of  the  President's  order  pns- 
pendiiif:^  sales,  viz,  January  23,  1871,  and  the  date  of  its  revocatiou. 
April  24,  1871,  were  produced.  Ordered  x)rinted  with  the  testimoDV. 
Exhibit  No.  9. 

General  Schurz  asked  to  have  furnished  a  statement,  showing  tbe 
number  and  kind  of  arms  in  the  various  arsenals  of  the  country;  al^^ 
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those  in  the  hands  of  troops,  and  the  number  of  arms  in  the  hands  of 
soldiers  of  the  late  war,  and  also  those  in  the  hands  of  the  local  militia 
of  the  several  States.    Ordered. 

On  motion,  adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow,  March  14,  at  10.30  o^clock 
a.  m. 
Attest: 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Thursdaffy  March  14, 1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Sawyer,  Harlan,  Logan,  .^es,  and  Steven- 
son ;  also  Hon.  Carl  Schurz. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

Colonel  S.  Y.  Ben^t  resumed  his  testimony,  and,  in  response  to  the 
request  of  General  Schurz  at  yesterday's  session  of  the  committee,  read  a 
detailed  statement  of  the  number  and  kiud  of  arms  on  hand  in  the  several 
arsenals ;  also,  statement  of  arms  issued  to  the  several  States  to  March, 
1872 ;  also,  statement  showing  the  number  and  kiud  of  arms  retained  by 
enlisted  men  at  the  close  of  the  rebellion ;  also,  statement  showing  the 
number  and  kind  of  arms  in  hands  of  troops. 

Colonel  S.  Crispin  sworn  and  testified. 

Without  concluding  the  testimony  of  Colonel  Crispin,  the  committee 
adjourned,  to  meet  tomorrow  morning  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Friday^  March  25,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

The  journal  of  yesterday's  proceedings  was  read  and  approved. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Carpenter,  Harlan,  Ames,  Logan,  and 
Stevenson.    Hon.  Carl  Schurz  was  also  present. 

Colonel  S.  Crispin  resumed  his  testimony.  He  produced  exhibit, 
showing  delivery  of  stores  and  deposits  of  margin,  and  verified  the 
paper  as  a  cdrrect  transcript  from  the  files  of  his  office. 

General  Schurz  asked  that  receipts  for  goods  delivered  on  piers  and 
docks  be  produced.    Ordered. 

Without  concluding  the  testimony  of  Colonel  Crispin,  the  committee 
adjourned  to  Monday,  March  18,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Attest :  * 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Monday^  March  18, 1872, 10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present:  Messrs.  Senators  Hamlin,  Carpenter,  Ames,  Sawyer,  Lo- 
gan, and  Stevenson.    Hon.  Carl  Schurz  also  present. 
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The  joamal  of  Friday's  proceedings,  March  15,  was  read  and  i^ 
X)roved. 

Colonel  S.  Crispin  resumed  and  concluded  his  testimony. 

W.  C.  Squire  sworn  and  testified. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  cable  dispatch  from  Pans, 
France,  signed  by  Henry  Moreau.    It  was  read,  and  placed  on  file; 

The  chairman  was  directed  to  address  a  note  to  the  Hon.  Hamilton 
Fish,  Secretary  of  State,  asking  that  a  telegraph  be  forwarded  to  the 
American  minister  at  Paris,  propounding  certain  inquiries  pertinent  to 
this  investigation. 

Adjourned,  to  meet  at  10.30  o'clock,  to-morrow,  Tuesday,  March  9. 

Attest : 

WM.  8.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  CammitUe. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Tu€8dayij  March  19,  1872,  10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present:  Senators  Hamlin,  Carpenter,  Sawyer,  Logan,  Ames,  and 
Stevenson.    Hon.  Carl  Schurz  was  also  present. 

Journal  of  yesterday's  proceedings  read  and  approved. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  the  reply  of  Hon.  Hamilton 
Fish,  Secretary  of  State,  to  his  note  of  yesterday.  Also  a  copy  of  tele- 
graph dispatch  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  Minister  Washbnrne,  at 
Paris.    Eead,  and  ordered  on  file. 

Mr.  W.  C.  Squire  resumed  his  testimony,  and  concluded,  and  was  ei 
cused  from  further  attendance. 

On  motion,  voted  to  adjourn,  to  meet  10.30  o'clock  to-morrow,  Wed- 
nesday, March  20. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee, 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Wednesday^  March  20, 1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment,  in  room  of  Committee 
on  Territories.  •   • 

Present:  Senators  Hamlin,  Carpenter,  Sawyer,  Harlan,  Logan,  and 
Stevenson.    Hon.  Carl  Schurz  was  also  present. 

Mr.  McGowan,  chief  clerk  of  ordnance  agency  at  New  York,  was 
sworn  and  examined. 

The  chairman  stated  that,  at  the  request  of' Senator  Schurz,  he  snb- 
pcenaed  W.  Littlejohn  and  Sidney  Starbuck,  of  New  York  City,  and  J. 
T.  Prentiss,  Brooklyn,  New  York. 

Upon  the  suggestion  of  Senator  Stevenson,  the  following  letter  ^t^ 
sent  to  General  J.  M.  Schofield,  by  the  chairman : 

Washington,  D.  C,  March  20, 1872. 
Sra :  I  inclose  you  herewith  the  evidence  of  General  A.  B.  Dyer, 
taken  before  a  select  committee  of  the  Senate  to  inquire  into  the  sakoi 
arms  by  the  United  St^ates  Government  for  the  year  ending  June  ^ 
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1871.    You  will  see  by  his  testimony  what  he  says  in  relation  to  the 
constractiou  of  the  law  of  1868,  which  law  is  also  inclosed. 

Will  you  inform  the  committee  what  is  your  recollection  of  your  con- 
struction of  said  law,  and  of  the  interview  as  testified  to  by  General 
Dyer,  and  telegraph  the  same  to  me  on  receipt  of  this — a  brief  telegraph 
that  yon  recollect  the  construction  put  upon  the  law  as  testified  to  by 
General  Dyer,  or  if  such  is  not  your  recollection,  then  state  what  it  is. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.  HAMLIN, 

Chairman  Committee. 
General  John  M.  Schofield. 

The  chairman  and  General  Schurz  had  some  conversation  in  reference 
to  a  certain  cable  dispatch,  mentioned  by  Senator  Sumner  in  the  pre- 
amble to  the  resolution  introduced  by  that  Senator,  when  the  chairman 
read  an  article  from  the  INTew  York  Times,  of  Thursday  bust,  written 
by  the  agent  of  the  Associated  Press,  explaining  the  connection  of  his 
agency  with  the  dispatch  in  question. 

Mr.  Hall,  clerk  and  acting  store-keeper,  New  York  ordnance  agency, 
was  sworn  and  examined. 

Senator  Schurz  asked  to  have  produced  the  orders  received  by  Mr. 
Hall,  from  the  New  York  agency,  for  delivery  of  goods  on  certain  piers 
and  (locks.    Orderied. 

Mr.  Riley,  clerk  in  the  employ  of  the  New  York  ordnance  agency,  was 
sworn  and  examined. 

On  motion,  adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow,  Thursday,  March  21,  at 
10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Cleric  to  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Thursday,  March  21,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  convention  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Sawyer,  Ames,  and  Stevenson.  Hon. 
Carl  Schurz  was  also  present. 

The  chainman  laid  before  the  committee  the  following  note  from  the 
Hon.  Hamilton  Fish,  Secretary  of  State: 

Department  of  State, 

Washington^  March  20,  1872. 

Sib  :  On  the  18th  instant  I  received  your  letter  of  that  date,  stating 
that  the  committee  over  which  you  preside  requested  me  to  t<3legraph 
to  Mr.  Washburue,  the  minister  of  the  United  States  at  Paris,  to  inves- 
tigate and  report  by  cable  whether  any  resolution  had  been  introduced 
or  adopted  by  the  committee  of  the  French  national  assembly  on  war 
contracts,  asking  this  Government  to  furnish  the  result  of  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  American  oflRcials  suspected  of  participating  in  the  pur- 
chase of  arms  for  the  French  government  during  the  late  war  with 
Germany. 

In  compliance  with  the  request,  I  forwarded  a  dispatch,  by  telegraph, 
to  Mr.  Washburne  on  the  day  of  the  receipt  of  your  letter,  and  last 
53s  A 
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niglit  I  received  from  him.    A  copy  of  my  telegram,  and  of  his  re^ih, 
are  herewith  inclosed. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  yonr  obedient  servant, 

HAMILTON  FISH. 
Hon.  Hannibal  Hamlin, 

•    Clmirman  of  Senate  Committee  on 

Investigation  of  Sale  of  Arms y  &c. 


Inelosures. 

Telegram. — Mr.  Fish  to  Mr.  Washburne,  March  18, 1872. 
Telegram. — Mr.  Washburn©  to  Mr.  Fish,  March  19, 1872. 

Cable  telegram,  March  18, 1872 : 

WASHiNGTOir,  March  18, 1872. 
Washburne,  Minister  Paris  : 

By  request  of  a  committee  of  the  Senate,  you  will  investigate  and  as- 
certain whether  any  committee  of  the  French  national  assembly  has 
adopted  any  resolution  asking  the  Government  to  furnish  the  result  of 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  American  of&cials  suspected  of  participating 
in  the  purchase  of  arms  for  the  French  government  during  the  war  vitii 
Germany.  You  will  report  by  telegraph,  as  soon  as  you  can,  whether 
any  resolution  of  the  kind  was  ever  introduced  or  adopted  by  the  com- 
mittee. 

FISH,  Secretarjf. 

Atlantic  cable  message.  The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company. 
Received  at  Washington,  D.  C,  March  19, 1872,  6.18  p.  m. : 

To  Fish,  Washington  : 

^  Count  Eemusat  replies  officially.  No  resolution  of  the  kind  ever 
passed  by  national  assembly  or  by  commission  purchases.  He  wrote 
week  ago.  '  French  charge  so  to  intbrm  you. 

WASHBURXE. 

Mr.  Williams,  clerk  of  Treasurer  United  States,  sworn  and  examined. 
Hon.  George  S.  Boutwell,  Secretary  of  the  Tresisury,  sworu  and 
examined. 

On  motion,  adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow,  Friday,  March  22,  at  10.30 
o'clock  a.  m.      , 
Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  (hmmittee. 


Washington,  Friday,  March  22, 1872—10.30  a.  nt 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Carpenter,  Logan,  Ames,  Stevenson,  and 
Harlan. 
Joui'ual  of  previous  sessions  read  and  approved. 
General  Schurz  sworn  and  examined. 

On  motion,  voted  to  adjourn  to  meet  Monday,  March  25,  at  10.30  a.m. 
Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee 


JOURNAL   OP   THE   COMMITTEE.  835 

Washinoton,  D.  C, 
Monday^  March  25,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Carpenter,  Sawyer,  Harlan,  Ames,  and 
Stevenson.  * 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  was  also  present. 

Messrs.  J.  W.  Simonton,  W.  Littlejohn,  Sidney  Starbuck,  and  J.  T. 
Prentiss,  were  sworn  and  examined. 

W.  C.  Squire  and  H.  Riley  were  re-called  and  examined. 

The  chairman  suggested  that,  in  order  to  expedite  the  business  of  the 
committee,  a  less  number  than  a  quorum  of  members  present  be  author- 
ized to  take  testimony.    Authority  was  given. 

Adjourned  to  10.30  o'clock,  to-morrow. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Tii€sd4tyj  March  26,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Carpenter,  Sawyer,  Logan,  Stevenson,  and 
Ames. 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  was  also  present. 

Hon.  James  W.  Patterson  sworn  and  examined. 

Hon.  Charles  Sumner  appeared  before  the  committee,  and  read  the 
note  of  the  chairman,  dated  25th  of  March,  requesting  his  presence  this 
morning  to  testify ;  he  declined  to  be  sworn,  but  asked  leave  to  read  a 
protest.    Leave  was  granted,  and  the  paper  was  ordered  on  file. 


Washington,  D.  C,  March  25, 1872. 

Sir:  I  have  been  directed  by  the  select  committee  of  the  Senate  to 
investigate  all  sales  of  ordnance  stores  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1871,  to  request  your  attendance  before  said  committee,  on  Tuesday,  the 
2Gth  instant,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m,,  at  the  committ^ee  room  on  Xaval 
Atlairs,  to  testify  what  you  may  know  touching  said  investigation. 
Very  respectfully, 

H.  HAMLIN, 
Chairman  of  Com7nHt€€, 
Hon.  Charles  Suiviner, 

United  States  Senator, 


PROTEST. 

Personallj^  I  object  to  no  examination ;  willingly  would  1  submit  to 
the  most  searching  scrutiny,  not  only  in  the  present  case,  but  in  all  my 
public  life.  There  is  not  an  act,  letter,  or  conversation,  at  any  time, 
which  I  would  save  from  investigation.  I  make  this  remark  because  I 
would  not  have  this  protest  open  to  the  suspicion  that  there  is  anything 
I  desire  to  conceal,  or  any  examination  I  would  avoid. 
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But  appearing  before  the  committee  on  an  invitation,  which  is  intW 
nature  of  a  summons,  to  testify  in  the  iurestigation,  originally  moTv^ 
by  me,  into  the  sale  of  arms  to  France,  I  am  obliged  to  consider  my 
duty  as  a  Senator.    Personal  inclinations,  whatever  they  may  be,  can- 
not be  my  guide.    I  must  do  what  belongs  to  a  Senator,  mider  tk 
circumstances  of  the  case. 

Before  answering  any  questions,  I  am  constrained  to  consider  tbe 
competency  of  the  committee  which  has  summoned  me.  It  is  of  less 
importance  what  those  questions  may  be,  although  there  are  certain 
obvious  limitations  to  which  I  will  allude  at  the  outset. 

The  examination  of  a  Senator  by  a  committee  of  the  Senate  on  a 
matter  outside  of  the  Senate,  and  not  connected  with  his  public  duties, 
is  sustained  by  precedents,  as  when  Mr.  Seward  and  Mr.  Wilson  were 
examined  with  reference  to  the  expedition  of  John  Brown.  But  any 
examination  with  regard  to  his  public  conduct,  especially  with  repini 
to  a  matter  which  he  has  felt  it  his  duty  to  lay  before  the  Senate  in  the 
discharge  of  his  public  duties,  is  of  very  doubtful  propriety.  In  his 
public  conduct  a  Senator  aots  on  his  responsibility  under  the  sanction 
of  an  oath.  The  Constitution  declares  that  for  any  si>eech  or  debate 
he  shall  not  be  questioned  in  any  other  place.  This  inhibition,  while 
not  preventing  questions  of  a  certain  character,  must  limit  the  incioiry. 
But  the  law  steps  forward  with  its  own  requirements,  according  to 
w  hich  it  is  plain  that  a  Senator  cannot  be  interrogated,  first,  with  re- 
gard to  his  conferences  with  other  Senators  on  public  business,  and, 
secondly,  w4th  regard  to  witnesses  who  have  confidentially  commuoi- 
cated  with  him. 

Referring  to  the  most  approved  work  on  the  Law  of  Evidence,  I  meaa 
that  of  Professor  Greenleaf,  we  find,  under  the  head  of  "  Evidence  ex- 
cluded from  public  policy,"  at  least  four  different  classes  of  cases  whick 
may  enlighten  us  in  determining  the  questions  proper  for  Senators: 

1.  Communications  between  a  lawyer  and  client ;  but  are  not  the  rela- 
tions of  Senators  in  the  discharge  of  their  public  duties  equally  saered! 

2.  Judges  and  arbitrators  enjoy  a  similar  exemption  with  reganl 
to  matters  before  them. 

3.  Grand  jurors,  embracing  even  the  clerk  and  prosecuting  ofiicers, 
cannot  be  examined  on  matters  before  them. 

4.  Transactions  between  the  heads  of  departments  and  other  sabordi- 
nate  officers  are  treated  as  confidential. 

Plainly,  the  confidences  of  a  Senator  in  the  discharge  of  his  public 
duties  cannot  be  less  protected. 

This  rule  is  equally  imperative  with  regard  to  witnesses  who  have 
confidentially  communicated  with  a  Senator.  Here  again  I  quote  Pro- 
fessor Greenleaf,  who  quotes  the  eminent  English  judge  of  the  middle 
of  the  last  century.  Lord  Chief  Justice  Eyre,  as  follows : 

'<  There  is  a  rule  which  has  universally  obtained  on  account  of  its  iu* 
portance  to  the  public  for  the  detection  of  crimes,  that  those  persons 
who  are  the  channel  bv  means  of  which  that  detection  is  made  shouW 
not  be  unnecessarily  disclosed." — Oreenleaf  on  Etidenee^  §  250. 

Then  the  learned  professor  proceeds : 

"  All  were  of  opinion  that  all  these  questions  which  tend  to  the  dis- 
covery of  the  channels  by  which  the  disclosure  was  made  to  the  officers 
of  justice,  were,  upon  the  general  principles  of  the  convenience  of  publit* 
justice,  to  be  suppressed;  that  all  persons  in  that  situation  were  protected 
from  the  discovery." — Ibid, 

These  words  ai*e  explicit,  and  nobody  can  question  them.  I  am  led  to 
make  these  remarks  and  adduce  these  authorities,  because,  perosiDgthe 
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testimony  of  Mr.  Scburz,  I  find  that  he  was  interrogated  on  these  very 
matters,  and,  since  I  too  am  summoned  as  a  witness,  I  desire  to  pat  on 
record  my  sense  of  the  impropriety  of  such  questions.  It  is  important 
that  they  should  not  become  a  precedent.  And  here  again  I  declare 
that  I  have  nothing  to  conceal,  nothing  that  I  would  not  willingly  give 
to  the  world,  under  any  examination  or  cross-examination  5  but  I  am 
unwilling  to  aid  in  the  overthrow  of  a  rule  of  law  which  stands  on  un- 
questioned grounds  of  public  policy.  Especially  is  it  important  in  the 
Senate,  where,  without  such  protection,  a  tyrannical  majority  might 
deter  a  minority  from  originating  unwelcome  inquiries. 

From  these  preliminary  remarks  I  proceed  to  consider  the  competency 
of  the  present  committee.  Requested  as  a  Senator  to  ai>pear  before  you, 
I  deem  it  my  duty  to  protest  against  the  formation  and  constitution  of 
the  committee  as  contrary  to  unquestionable  requirements  of  parliamen- 
tary law  5  and  I  ask  the  committee  to  receive  this  protest  as  my  answer 
to  their  letter  of  invitation.  I  make  this  more  readily  because,  in  my 
speech  in  the  Senate  (February  28, 1872)  entitled  "  Reform  and  purity 
in  Government,  neutral  duties,  sale  of  arms  to  belligerent  France,"  I 
have  set  forth  what  moved  me  to  the  inquiry — ^being  grounds  of  suspi- 
cion, which,  in  my  judgment,  rendered  the  most  seaching  inquiry,  by  a 
committee  friendly  to  inquiry,  absolutely  necessary. 

The  general  parliamentary  rule  in  the  appointment  of  special  commit- 
tees requires  that  they  should  be  organized  so  as  to  promote  the  business 
or  inquiry  for  which  the  committee  is  created.  This  requirement  is 
according  to  obvious  reason,  and  is  sustained  by  parliamentary  authori- 
ties. In  familiar  language,  a  proposition  is  committed  to  its  friends  and 
not  to  its  enemies. 

In  ill  ustration  of  this  rule,  we  are  told  that  members  who  have  spoken 
directly  against  what  is  called  "  the  body  of  the  bill,''  meaning,  of  course, 
the  subistauce  of  the  inquiry,  are  not  expected  to  serve  on  the  commit- 
tee, but,  should  they  be  so  nominated,  to  decline.  Their  presence  on  a 
committee  is  not  unlike  participation  in  a  trial  by  a  judge  or  juryman 
interested  in  the  result. 

Very  little  reflection  shows  how  natural  is  this  rule  as  an  instrument 
of  justice.  The  friends  of  a  measure,  or  the  promoters  of  an  inquiry, 
though  in  the  majority  on  a  committee,  can  do  no  more  than  adduce 
evidence  that  exists,  so  that  the  business  cannot  suffer  through  tbem ; 
while  those  unfriendly  to  a  measure,  or  hostile  to  an  inquiry,  maj^,  from 
lukewarmness,  or  neglect  or  possible  prejudice,  fail  to  present  the  proper 
evidence  or  recognize  its  just  value,  so  that  the  business  will  suffer.  In 
legislation,  plainly  those  who  believe  an  inquiry  necessary  are  the  most 
proper  persons  to  conduct  it,  and  being  so,  they  are  selected  by  parlia- 
mentary law. 

This  rule  may  be  traced  in  the  history  of  parliament  anterior  to  the 
settlement  of  our  country.  The  ancient  statement  was  simply  that 
"  those  against  the  bill  should  not  be  on  the  committee."  The  meaning 
of  the  rule  may  be  seen  in  the  cases  which  have  occurred. 

In  the  House  of  Commons,  as  far  back  as  December  4, 1584,  in  the 
reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  on  the  commitment  of  a  bill  relating  to  mis- 
demeanors, the  entry  mentions  that  it  was  given  to  a  certain  member, 
and  then  says:  "And  Mr.  Sergeant  Harris  to  he  exempted  out  of  the  com- 
mitteej  because  he  spoke  against  the  body  of  the  bill."  In  other  words, 
a  speech  against  the  measure  disqualifled  the  learned  member,  so  that,  • 
according  to  the  expressive  words,  he  was  "exempted  out  of  the  com- 
mittee.^' .  [LPEwes^s  Journals  of  the  Parliaments  during  the  reign  of  Queen 
mizab^thj  p.  634,  vol.  2.) 
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Next  in  order  of  time  is  the  case  of  a  bill  affecting  the  city  of  Lon4i. 
Avliich  came  up  November  11, 1601,  and  the  question  was  if  the  met. 
bers  for  London,  known  to  be  against  the  bill,  could  be  of  the  comuiitr»T 
The  rule  of  the  House  was  stated  in  these  words :  "  That  those  agiun^ 
the  bill  should  be  no  committee.''    Members  then  expressed  themselves 
on  this  rule.    A  leading  member,  Mr.  Wiseman,  said :  "  The  House 
allowing  of  this  bill  to  be  committed  are,  in  my  opinion,  to  disaWnc  any 
that  will  be  against  the  body  of  the  bill  for  being  committees." 

Sir  Edward  Hobby  follows :  "  And  for  my  opinion,  I  think  that  he 
that  is  against  the  body  of  the  bill  can  be  no  committee.'* 

The  report  then  proceeds : 

"  Then  the  Speaker  stood  up  and  said :  ♦  •  •  <  All  that  will  have 
a  man  that  hath  been  against  the  body  of  the  bill  to  be  a  committee, 
let  them  show  their  opinions  by  saying  *  Yea,'  and  not  one  said  'jpml* 
'  All  that  will  not,  say  'No,'  and  all  said  *  NO.'" 

I  take  this  from  Townshend's  Historical  Collections,  or  an  Exact  Ac- 
count of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Four  Last  I^arliaments  of  Queen  Eliza- 
beth, pp.  208, 209.  The  same  account  is  found  also  in  D'Ewes's  Joarnals 
of  the  Parliaments  during  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth,  p.  434,  vol.  2. 

Thus,  on  the  submission  of  the  question  by  the  Speaker,  the  Hoa* 
unanimously  decided  that  they  "  would  not  have  a  man  that  hath  U-^-Ji 
against  the  body  of  the  bill  to  be  a  committee."  According  to  the  n*^ 
port  '^all  said  'No ;^^  and  that  unanimous  '^No"  is  the  voice  of  parlia- 
mentary' law  rei)eated  ever  since. 

Following  the  history  of  the  rule,  we  find  that  Hakewill,  in  his  Miido> 
tenedi  Parliameutum,  x)ublished  in  1671,  says :  "  He  that  speaketh  di- 
rectly against  the  body  of  the  bill  may  not  be  named  a  committee^  f<c 
he  that  would  totally  destroy  will  not  amend ;"  (p.  146.) 

Then  follows  a  case  remarkable  for  words  which  have  become  familir 
in  parliamentary  law.  It  was  the  case  of  Colonel  Birch,  who,  February 
11,  1677,  brought  into  Parliament  a  bill  for  settling  a  public  register  fui 
lauds  in  the  several  counties,  and  in  his  remarks  said :  "  I  begged  yoa 
formerly  not  to  put  the  child  to  a  nurse  that  cared  not  for  it.  For  it 
was  formerly  committed  to  two  lawyers,  and  the  thing  was  lost."  (GreyV 
Debates  of  House  of  Commons,  vol.  5,  p.  145.) 

Here  the  commitment  of  a  bill  for  reform  in  law  to  "  two  lawyers" 
was  condemned,  because  they  did  not  care  for  it,  and  the  casual  reoiiuk 
of  the  author  of  the  bill  has  become  historical.  There  is  good  law  a< 
well  as  sense  in  his  saying  that  a  child  is  not  put  to  a  nurse  that  cares 
not  for  it.  Parliamentary  law,  in  the  creation  of  committees,  alwav> 
seeks  those  who  care  for  the  inquiry,  and  believe  that  there  is  occasiou 
for  it.  One  against  the  inquiry,  or  believing  that  there  is  no  occasion 
lor  it,  is  repudiated  by  this  rule,  so  just  and  benign,  and  also  so 
venerable  with  years.  . 

The  preparation  of  articles  of  impeachment  against  the  Earl  of  Danby, 
lord  treasurer  in  the  reign  of  Charles  II,  December  21, 1678,  presented 
the  same  rule  in  another  aspect.  It  was  no  longer  a  bill,  but  an  inquin 
or  investigation,  when  the  Speaker  said :  *'Xo  man,  by  the  ancient  rules 
of  the  House,  is  to  be  of  a  committee  of  a  thing  he  is  against."  (Greys 
Debates,  vol.  vi,  p.  373.)  Here  the  language  is  somewhat  broaiiened* 
though  in  entire  keeping  with  the  other  cases.  A  man  cannot  be  on  a 
committee  "  of  a  thing  he  is  against."  In  other  words,  if  he  is  against 
the  business  for  which  the  committee  is  created,  he  cannot  be  on  it 

These  cases  were  analyzed  and  adopted  by  Mr.  Jefferson  in  bis  au 
thoritative  *'  Manual,"  so  that  they  have  become  American  parliamentair 
law,  as  obligatory  here  as  in  England.    Speaking  always  by  their  essen 
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tial  reason,  but  with  the  weight  of  precedent  also,  they  are  not  less 
binding  than  if  promulgated  with  ah  enacting  clause. 

Mr.  Jefferson  adds  other  words  of  his  own:  "And  when  any  meml>er 
who  is  against  the  bill  hears  himself  named  of  its  committee,  lie  ought  to 
ask  to  he  excused.^  This  is  the  language  of  our  "Manual,"  declaring  the 
duty  of  a  member  who  hears  himself  named  of  a  committee  on  a  bill  he 
is  against.  Of  course  the  general  rule  is  applicable  to  any  other  matter 
referred  to  a  committee.  The  words  are :  "  He  ought  to  ask  to  be  ex- 
cused.'' Of  course  his  continuance  on  the  committee,  or  any  attempt  to 
exercise  its  duties,  is  a  violation  of  parliamentary  law,  unless  you  are 
ready  to  discard  this  positive  injunction. 

Mr.  Jefferson  then  adds,  by  way  of  illustration :  "  Thus,  (March  7, 1606,) 
Mr.  Hadley  was,  on  the  question  being  put,  excused  from  being  of  a  com- 
mittee, declaring  himself  to  be  against  the  matter  itself." 

Such  is  parliamentary  law,  and  Mr.  Jefferson  has  answered  in  advance 
the  possible  objection  that  jthis  is  English  and  not  American.  After 
saying,  in  his  preface  to  the  Manual,  that  the  Senate  has  given  to  these 
rules  "  the  sanction  of  their  approbation,"  he  announces  "  the  law  of 
proceedings  in  the  Senate  as  composed  of  the  precepts  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, tlie  regulations  of  the  Senate,  and,  where  they  are  silent,  of  the 
rides  of  Parliament,^  Such,  according  to  him,  is  the  law  of  our  i>roeeed- 
iiigs.  The  "Manual"  which  he  presents,  he  hopes  others  may  fill  iij), 
".till  a  code  of  rules  shall  be  formed,  the  effect  of  which  may  be  ae<5uracy 
in  business,  economy  of  time,  order,  uniformity,  and  impartiality.'"  The 
last  word  is  "  impartiality,"  which  doubtless  is  a  main  object  to  be 
secured. 

Any  one  disposed  to  neglect  these  rules  will  find  a  warning  from  Mr. 
Jefferson.  In  his  opening  chapter  he  quotes  these  words  from  the 
famous  Speaker  Onslow : 

"That  these  forms,  as  constituted  by  our  ancestors,  operated  as  a 
check  and  control  on  the  actions  of  the  majority,  and  that  they  were,  in 
many  instances,  a  shelter  and  a  protection  to  the  minority  against  the 
attempts  of  power  P 

Mr.  Jefferson  follows  this  quotation  by  declaring  the  "  forms  and 
rules  of  proceeding  "  to  be  "  the  only  weapons  by  which  the  minority 
can  defend  themselves,"  and  by  which  "  the  weaker  pai-ty  can  be  pro- 
tected from  those  irregularities  and  abuses  which  the  forms  were 
intended  to  check,  and  which  the  wantonness  of  power  is  but  too  often 
apt  to  suggest  to  large  and  successful  majorities." 

Thus  is  the  parliamentary  rule,  which  forbids  a  person  unfriendly  to 
the  business  of  the  committee  from  serving  on  the  committee,  one  of 
those  inhibitions  by  which  the  public  business  is  promoted,  and  especially 
by  which  a  minority  is  shielded  against  the  wantonnesss  of  power. 

The  Congressional  Globe  makes  it  easy  to  apply  what  has  been  said 
to  several  of  this  committee.  Unless  the  law  as  illustrated  by  ancient 
cases,  and  adopted  by  Mr.  Jefferson,  is  entirely  neglected ;  unless  the 
rule  so  frequently  enunciated  is  set  at  defiance  or  treated  as  a  sham, 
there  are  at  least  three  serving  on  the  committee  in  violation  of  par- 
liamentary law.  In  undertaking  to  serve,  they  were  undoubtedly 
oblivious  of  the  time-honored  requirement,  or  did  not  appreciate  its 
stringency. 

Not  only  every  Senator,  but  the  whole  country,  has  an  unniea«urable 
interest  in  the  preservation  of  those  rules,  by  which  what  Mr.  Jefferson 
justly  calls  "  the  wantonness  of  power"  is  restrained,  and  minorities  are 
protected  against  majorities.  Any  shock  to  them,  as  in  the  present  case, 
becomes  a  precedent  by  which  liberty  and  justice  suffer.    As  a  Senator 


840  JOURNAL  OF  THE  COMMITTEE. 

appearing  before  this  committee,  at  their  request,  I  deem  it  my  dotvvv 
file  this  protest,  in  the  sincere  hope  that,  whatever  may  be  the  resaltd 
the  present  inquiry,  the  open  violation  of  parliamentary  law  in  tbe 
formation  and  constitution  of  the  committee  will  not  be  permitted  to 
become  a  precedent  hereafter.  When  law  is  sacrificed,  individaaU  may 
for  a  moment  seem  to  triumph,  but  it  is  at  the  cost  of  a  great  safe^^oard 
for  the  good  of  all. 

CHARLES  SUMinSR. 
Senate  Chamber, 

March  26,  1872. 


On  motion  of  Senator  Carpenter,  a  subpcBna  was  ordered  to  issue  to 
Senator  Sumner,  returnable  to-morrow  morning  at  10.^  o'clock. 
Mr.  Richardson  sworn  and  examined.      ^ 

On  motion,  adjourned  to  meet  to-mornow  morning  at  10.30  o'clock. 
Attest : 

WM.  8.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Catnmittee, 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Wednesday,  March  27, 1872 — 10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Carpenter,  Harlan,  Ames,  Stevenson,  and 
Sawyer. 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  also  present. 

Journal  for  the  two  preceding  days  read  and  approved. 

Herman  Funke,  sworn  and  examined. 

Hon.  Charles  Sumner  appeared  before  the  committee,  and  at  his  re- 
quest the  subpoena  issued  to  him  was  read,  and  ordered  to  be  annexed 
to  the  testimony.  Mr.  Sumner  was  asked  by  the  chairman  if  he  was 
ready  to  testify.  He  replied  by  asking  leave  to  read  a  second  protest 
Leave  was  granted.    It  was  then  read,  ^ 

second  protest. 

Since  reading  and  filing  my  protect  yesterday,  I  have  received  by  tbe 
hands  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  a  subpoena  commanding  me  to  api^ear 
before  this  committee.    In  answer  to  this  summons  I  now  appear. 

It  is  my  duty  to  declare  that  my  judgment,  as  originally  set  forth  in 
my  protest,  is  in  no  respect  altered  by  this  subpoena ;  I  do  not  think 
the  committee  more  competent  to-day  than  yester(^ay.  I  still  find  on 
the  committee  several  occupying  seats  in  violation  of  an  nnquestionablf 
rule  of  parliamentary  law.  The  record  shows  that  they  signalized 
themselves  in  the  Senate  by  oi)en  speech  against  the  i>ending  inqairy* 
or,  according  to  the  language  of  the  old  rule  '^  against  the  thing,"  and, 
therefore,  disqualified  themselves  as  much  as  a  judge  who  has  been 
counsel  in  a  case  or  a  juror  who  has  declared  his  opinion  beforehand. 
This  disqualification  is  not  founded  on  argument  or  inference,  but  on 
peremi)tory  rule,  traced  back  many  generations,  illustrated  by  namw- 
ous  authorities,  and  constituting  part  of  what  Mr.  Jefferson  calls  the 
"code''  for  the  government  of  the  Senate,  having,  as  he  says,  **the 
sanction  of  their  approbation." 
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Beside  the  authorities  which  I  cited  yesterday,  there  are  two  others 
from  our  own  country,  which  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  adduce.  The  first  is 
that  of  Cushing's  "Eex  Parliameutaria  Americana;  or  the  Law  and 
Practice  of  Legislative  Assemblies  in  the  United  States.''  Here  we 
learn  how  completely  a  committee  is  placed  by  parliamentary  law  ia 
the  hands  of  the  movers,  thus : 

''It  became  the  established  practice  for  the  member  upon  whose 
motion  a  committee  had  been  ordered  to  move  the  names  of  the  mem- 
bers to  compose  it — ^being,  of  course,  of  his  own  selection,  his  own  name 
being  among  them  and  perhaps  the  first  named  on  the  list.  If  he  felt 
any  delicacy  in  moving  his  own  name,  the  motion  might  be  made  by 
some  friend ;  as,  on  the  occasion  of  the  appointment  of  the  committee  to 
prepare  articles  of  impeachment  against  Lord  Melville,  which  had  been 
ordered  on  the  motion  of  Mr,  Whitbread,  that  gentleman  was  first  ap- 
pointed one  of  the  committee  on  the  motion  of  Lord  Temple,  and  then 
on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Whitbread  the  other  members  of  the  committee 
(Lord  Temple  being  one)  were  appointed."    (Gushing,  p.  729.) 

As  this  was  a  case  of  investigation,  it  is  a  precedent  for  us  now.  But 
our  committee  was  constituted  in  a  very  different  manner. 

Mr.  Gushing  vindicates  the  practice  of  allowing  the  mover  of  a  prop- 
osition himself  to  nominate  the  committee  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  saying:  "That  the  House,  by  adopting  the  resolution  for  the 
committee,  has  signified  its  willingness  that  the  subject  shall  bo  so  con- 
sidered or  investigated ;  that  the  member  nominating  the  committee 
must  be  supposed  to  feel  as  strong  an  interest  in  the  proper  consider- 
ation of  the  subject  as  any  one,  and  also  to  possess  or  to  be  williugf  to 
obtain  the  knowledge  necessary  to  enable  him  to  decide  upon  the  quali- 
fications of  the  members  he  selects."    (Gushing,  p.  732.) 

In  this  vindication  the  careful  and  elaborate  author  shows  how  com- 
pletely the  early  rule  is  recognized. 

The  same  learned  authority,  while  stating  the  English  and  American 
parliamentary  law,  shows  how  the  examination  is  conducted : 

"  When  an  inquiry  is  instituted,  and  an  examination  of  witnesses  un- 
dertaken by  the  House  in  its  inquisitorial  capacity^  it  is  customary  for 
the  member  on  whose  motion  or  suggestion  an  inquiry  has  been  en- 
gaged in,  or  for  some  of  the  members  voting  with  him  for  the  inquiry, 
to  take  the  lead  in  the  examination  of  the  witnesses ;  ♦  *  ♦  *  or, 
in  other  words,  to  examine  the  witnesses  in  chief."    (Gushing,  p.  383.) 

Plainly,  according  to  this  usage,  Mr.  Schurz  and  not  Mr.  HamUu 
should  take  the  lead,  and  examine  the  witnesses  in  chief. 

The  other  parliamentary  authority  to  which  I  refer  is  the  Hon.  R.  M.  T. 
Hunter,  former  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  In  his  vale- 
dictory si>eech,  March  3, 1841,  this  gentleman,  who  brought  thought  and 
study  to  the  discharge  of  his  public  duties,  took  occasion  to  explain  the 
principles  governing  the  formation  of  committees,  and  all  must  admit 
tbat  he  did  it  with  a  clearness  and  philosophy  not  surpassed  in  par- 
liamentary history.  According  to  him,  those  who  have  the  affirmative 
of  a  proposition  should  have  the  direction  of  the  committee.  Speaking 
generally  he  says : 

"  The  party  upon  whom  it  naturally  devolves  to  propose  a  question 
ought  to  have  the  power,  it  would  seem,  to  present  its  proposition  in  the 
8hai>e  for  which  it  is  willing  to  be  responsible.  And,  as  the  different 
parties  hold  the  affirmative,  according  to  the  nature  of  the  question,  so 
ought  the  constitution  of  the  committees  to  be  varied." 

Then,  in  language  precisely  applicable  to  the  present  case,  the 
Speaker  says:  "In  committees  of  investigation  it  is  equally  clear  that 
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the  oppositiou,  tcho  hold  the  affirmative^  should  have  the  majority  sad 
the  power." 

This  instructive  statement  is  in  admirable  hartaony  with  thenile.s^ 
declared  in  early  times,  that  those  "against  the  things  cannot  go** 
the  committee;  and  that  a  measure,  like  a  child,  is  not  put  to  a  unK 
that  cares  not  for  it.  The  old  parliamentarians  were  less  philosophical 
than  the  American  Speaker,  but  each  meant  the  same  thing.  Th«!  piim^ 
object  is  opportunity  and  fair  play  for  those  bringing  forward  a  proiMH 
tion  or  hokliug  th^  affirmative.  A  committee  organized  to  Hustain  a  ni^' 
tiee  is  the  very  committee  described  a«  a  uurse  that  cares  not  for  tbe 
child,  and,  therefore,  is  a  committee  not  tolerated  by  parliamentary  Uw. 

Thus  from  all  quarters,  beginning  with  the  distant  in  time,  embracing 
Mr.  Jefferson,  the  father  of  American  parliamentary  law,  Mr.  Cushioj:. 
its  most  authoritative  American  expounder,  not  forgetting  an  Ameri- 
can Speaker,  proceeds  concurring  testimony  to  the  parliamentiry  rnle 
requiring  an  inquiry  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  its  friends.  Especially 
is  it  necessary  that  the  chairman,  who  directs  the  inquiry  and  examine'^ 
the  witnesses,  should  be  known  as  one  of  its  friends. 

Therefore,  I  must  be  pardoned  if  I  renew  my  protest  against  the 
competency  of  the  present  committee.  I  protest  against  it  aseonsii 
tuted  in  flagrant  violation  of  pjirliamentary  law ;  and  I  protest  e.^ptii 
ally  against  the  acting  chairman,  who  undertakes  to  direct  this  inquiiv 
and  to  examine  witnesses,  as  not  coming  within  the  conditions  esta'^ 
lished  by  rule,  by  usage,  and  by  reason.  The  record  shows  that  he  dU 
not  move  the  inquiry,  nor  did  he  co-operate  with  the  mover  or  take  an^ 
part  in  sustaining  him,  while  in  open  speech  he  showed  himself  ^^  against 
the  thing."  I  object  to  the  acting  chairman,  as  to  a  judge  or  juror  d> 
qualified  to  sit  in  a  cause. 

1  make  this  second  protest  with  infinite  reluctance.  But  the  c»>» 
mittee  leave  me  no  alternative.  In  their  first  invitation,  in  the  natnrt 
of  a  summons,  and  now  in  their  suhpcena^  they  compel  me  to  declare 
my  objection  to  their  competency-  Seeing  it  as  clearly  as  I  do,  and 
feeling  it  as  strongly  as  1  do,  I  cannot  avoid  expressing  it.  If  I  do  s«) 
twice,  it  is  because  the  committee  have  twice  laid  me  under  this  obliga- 
tion. Beyond  that  sentiment  of  duty,  which  is  with  me  a  rule  of  lite. 
I  am  encouraged  to  this  effort  by  the  hope  that,  even  if  the  present 
committee  cannot  be  corrected  in  conformity  with  parliamentary  lav. 
its  incompetency  is  so  completely  exposed  that  it  will  be  powerless  bere- 
after  as  a  precedent.  If  obliged  to  witness  the  present  dishonor  of  a 
time-honored  rule,  1  would,  at  least,  save  this  safeguard  for  the  futore. 

In  thus  declaring  my  profound  sense  of  the  wrong  that  has  l)etn 
attempted,  I  do  all  in  my  power  to  maintain  parliamentary  law  imiolate. 
I  regret  that  I  cannot  do  more. 

With  this  explanation,  and  yielding  to  the  command  of  the  committee. 
I  ofier  myself  for  examination  on  matters  proi)er  for  inquiry.  But  1  do 
it  under  i)rotest. 


Seufitor  Carpenter  moved  that  the  two  protests  read  by  Senator  Som 
ner  be  returned  to  him  and  be  not  embodied  in  the  testimony ;  this  mo- 
tion was  laid  on  the  table  until  the  conclusion  of  Senator  Sumner's  es^^ 
ination. 

Hon.  Charles  Sumner,  sworn  and  examined.  At  the  conclusion  of  ^> 
testimony,  Mr.  Carpenter  renewed  his  motion  to  return  the  two  protest^ 
to  Senator  Sumner.  . 


JOURNAL  OF  THE  COMMITTEE.  843 

Senator  Stevenson  said  that  it  would  be  better  to  defer  aetion  upon 
the  motion  of  Senator  Carpenter  until  some  future  session  of  the  com- 
mittee, when  every  member  of  the  committee  should  be  i)reseut ;  where- 
upon action  was  deferred  until  some  future  meeting. 
On  motion,  voted  to  adjourn  until  to-morrow  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 
Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Tknrsdayy  March  28,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Cari)enter,  Logan,  Harlan,  Stevenson,  and 
Ames. 

The  lion.  Carl  Schurz  present. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

Senator  Carpenter  withdrew  the  motion  made  by  him  yesterday,  viz, 
to  return  the  protests  read  by  Senator  Sumner  to  "that  gentleman,  and 
then  moved  that  they  be  received,  and  placed  on  file.    Motion  adopted. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun  sworn  and  examined.  Before  concluding 
Ills  testimony,  the  committee  voted  to  adjourn  until  to-morrow  at  10.30 
o'clock  a.  m. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee, 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Friday^  March  29,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Logan,  Harlan,  Ames,  and  Sawyer. 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  present. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

Senator  Harlan  said  that  he  had  been  requested  by  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  say  that  he  relieved  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun  of  all  restraint 
in  regard  to  any  conversation  between  himself  and  the  marquis;  and 
by  this,  the  Secretary  meant  personally  and  officially.  He  was  perfectly 
willing  that  the  marquis  should  disclose  any  conversation  or  conversa- 
tions between  them. 

The  chairman  said  he  had  received  from  General  John  M.  Schofield 
a  telegram,  in  reply  to  a  note  addressed  by  him  to  General  Schofield  on 
the  20th  of  March  instant.  It  was  read  and  ordered  to  be  printed  with 
the  testimony. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun  resumed  and  concluded  his  testimony. 

On  motion,  adjourned  to  Monday,  April  1,  at  10.30  a.  m. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 


Washington, p.  C, 
Monday^  April  1, 1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Sawyer,  Ames,  Carpenter,  and  Logan. 
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Hon.  Carl  Schurz  also  present. 
Journal  read  and  approved. 

The  chairman  read  a  note  from  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  referring 
to  his  testimony.    It  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 
Amory  Edwards  and  Mortimer  L.  McKenzie  sworn  and  examiQed. 
On  motion,  adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  at  10.30  a.  m. 
Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  CommiUfe. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Tuesday^  April  2,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Ames,  Stevenson,  Logan,  Sawyer,  and 
Carpenter. 

Senator  Schurz  also  present. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

Hon.  George  M.  Eobeson,  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  Commodore  A. 
W.  Case,  Chief  of  Ordnance,  Navy  Department,  were  sworn  and  ex 
amined. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  letter  from  J.  W.  SimootoD. 
It  was  read  and  ordered  to  be  print<;d  witjbi  the  testimony. 

Jabez  H.  Gill  and  Major  Treadwell  sworn  and  examined. 

On  motion,  voted  to  adjourn  until  to-morrow,  at  10.30  a.  m. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 


WASHmaTOX,  D.  C, 
Wednesday,  April  3,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Sawyer,  Ames,  Stevenson,  and  Logan. 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  present. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

Charles  H.  Pond  sworn  and  examined. 

A.  B.  Steinberger,  C.  K.  Garrison,  and  General  Kufus  Ingalls,  swom. 

Messrs.  Steinberger  and  Garrison  were  examined. 

On  motion,  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  April  4,  at  10.30  a.  m. 

Attest :  . 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee, 


Washington,  D.  C, 
TJiursday,  April  4, 1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Sawyer,  Ames,  Harlan,  Carpenter,  Steven 
son,  and  Logan. 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  also  present. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  two  letters  from  Amoiy  B»- 
wards,  one  giving  the  date  of  his  visit  to  the  Prankford  arsenalf  th* 
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other  qaalifying  portions  of  his   testimony  heretofore  taken.    Both 
orderecl  printed  with  testimony. 

Mr.  C.  K,  Garrison  resumed  and  conchided  his  testimony. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun  was  called  at  his  own  request,  saying  chat 
he  desired  to  explain  portions  of  his  testimony.  He  was  mistaken  when 
he  said  Mr.  Garrison  was  one  of  Tweed's  bondsmen.  He  saw  the  state- 
ment in  the  New  York  papers.  He  further  said  he  was  wrong  in  saying 
Mr.  Garrison  accompanied  General  Ingalls  to  the  French  minister.  It 
was  another  man  whose  name  ended  with  son — he  thinks  Patterson. 

General  Rufus  Ingalls  sworn  and  examined. 

General  W.  B.  Franklin  sworn  and  examined. 

Charles  J.  McGowan  recalled  and  examined. 

On  motion,  adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  at  10.30  a.  m. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Olerk  to  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Friday^  April  5,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjoui-nment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Logan,  Ames,  Sawyer,  Stevenson,  and 
Carpenter. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  note  from  Senator  Sumner. 
It  was  read,  and  ordered  to  be  annexed  to  the  testimony  and  printed. 

Also,  a  letter  from  Messrs.  Smith,  Crosby  &  Co.,  referring  to  testimony 
of  C.  K.  Garrison.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 

Also,  a  note  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  transmitting  certain 
papers  from  Commodore  Case,  and  referring  to  his  own  testimony  be- 
fore this  committee.    Ordered  printed. 

Also,  certain  papers,  translations  from  the  French,  of  documents  re- 
ferred to  in  the  testimony  of  the  Marquis  de  Chambrun.  These  papers, 
or  so  many  of  them  as  are  material  in  this  investigation,  were  ordered 
printed. 

Messrs.  A.  W.  Markley,  W.  S.  Smoot,  A.  M.  Peck,  and  John  Hoey, 
were  sworn  and  examined. 

On  motion,  adjourned  to  Monday,  April  8,  at  10.30  a.  m. 

Attest: 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Monday^  April  8,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Ames,  Logan,  Sawyer,  and  Stevenson, 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  present. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

The  chairman  stated  he  had  received  a  letter  from  General  John  M. 
Schofield,  United  States  Army,  confirming  his  former  telegram.  Ordered 
l>rinted. 

He  also  presented  a  communication  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
transmitting  a  note  from  the  French  legation.  Bead  and  ordered 
printed. 
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Also,  a  letter  from  Captain  John  R.  Edie,  commanding  oflSceryati^il 
Armory,  Springfield,  Mass.,  stating  that  Major  IngersoU,  who  hadW 
subpoenaed  to  appear  here  as  a  witness  to-djiy,  was  sick  and  unable  u* 
travel.    Also  transmitting  certificate  of  medical  officer.     Eead  au^ 
ordered  on  file. 

Captain  Daniel  Shea,  E.  L.  Allen,  and  Marcellus  Uartley,  severally 
sworn  and  examined. 

On  motion,  voted  to  adjourn  until  to-morrow  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Attest: 

WM.  S,  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee, 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Tuesday^  April  9,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

«    The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.  • 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Ames,  Carpenter,  Logan,  and  Stevenson. 
Hon.  Carl  Schurz  present. 
Journal  read  and  approved. 

1).  B.  Trimble,  General  Fred  Dent,  and  Captain  Carlisle  Patterson. 
sworn  and  examined. 
A.  M.  Peck  recalled  and  examined. 

On  motion,  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 
Attest: 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committet, 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Wednesday,  April  10,  1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Carpenter,  Ames,  and  Logan. 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  also  present. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

Hon.  George  M.  Robeson,  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  recalled  and  ex- 
amined. 

Norman  Wiard,  Colonel  P.  V.  Hagner^  and  Captain  Edward  Barritt, 
sworn  and  examined. 

On  motion,  adjourned  until  tomorrow  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Attest: 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee- 


WASHlNaXON,  D.  C, 

Thursday,  April  11, 1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Harlan,  Ames,  Carpenter,  Sawyer,  Lo^an. 
and  Stevenson. 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  present. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  statement  from  Mr.  Mortini*'*'^ 
L.  McKenzie,  showing  in  detail  the  shipment  of  arms  and  ordnam'f 
stores  per  Transatlantic  line  steamers.    Ordered  printed. 
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Colonel  P.  Y.  Haguer  recalled  and  examined. 

Colonel  \V.  0.  Squire  recalled  and  examined. 

Jlon.  George  S.  Boutwell  recalled  and  examined. 

(Jeueral  Kufus  Ingalls  recalled  and  examined. 

Thomas  Richardson  recalled  and  examined. 

E.  G.  Kead  sworn  and  examined. 

Voted  to  adjourn  to  Monday,  April  15,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.  * 

Attest: 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee, 


WASHINaXON,  D.  C, 
Monday^  April  15, 1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Sawyer,  Ames,  Harlan,  Logan,  and  Car- 
penter. 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  also  present. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from  the 
Hon.  Hamilton  Fish,  Secretary  of  State,  transmitting  dispatch  from 
Minister  Washburne; 

Also,  letter  from  Captain  Barritt,  transmitting  statement  showing 
delivery  of  arms  and  ordnance  stores ; 

Also,  letter  from  J.  W.  Simon  ton,  agent  Associated  Press  j  all  of  which 
were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  cable  dispatch  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  Minister  Washburne, 
date  March  18,  and  the  reply  of  3Ir.  Washburne,  date  March  19  ultimo, 
were  ordered  taken  from  the  files  and  printed. 

Mrs.  A.  H.  Mason  sworn  and  examined. 

The  chairman  read  and  laid  before  the  committee  a  letter  from  Gen- 
eral A.  B.  Dyer;  also  corresi)ondence  between  General  W.  B.  Franklin 
and  the  Ordnance  Bureau  in  reference  toGatlingguns;  also  correspond- 
ence between  General  Franklin  and  Colonel  Crispin,  touching  the  same 
matter.    Ordered  i)rinted. 

C  J.  McGowan  recalled  and  examined. 

Jlon.  H.  II.  Starkweather  sworn  and  examined. 

John  Potts,  chief  clerk  War  Department,  sworn  and  examined. 

Colonel  S.  V.  Benot  recalled  and  examined. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Cleric  to  Committee, 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Tuesday^  April  16, 1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present,  Senators  Hamlin  and  Ames. 
Hon.  Carl  Schurz  also  present. 
Journal  read  and  approved. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  from  Gen- 
eral Franklin.    Read  and  ordered  printed. 
Mr.  W.  T.  Barnard  sworn  and  examined. 
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Mr.  H.  T.  Crosby  sworn  and  examined, 

Hon.  W.W.  Belknap,  Secretary  of  War,  recalled  and  examined. 

Marquis  de  Cbambrun  recalled  and  examined. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 
•  Clerk  to  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Wednesday,  April  17, 1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Ames,  Carpenter,  and  Logan. 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  present. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  letter  from  Colonel  P.  V. 
Hagner,  transmitting  correspondence  in  relation  to  Catling  guus. 
Printed. 

Senator  Cfirpenter  offered  letter  from  !N*ew  York  Tribune.    Printed. 

The  Hon.  W.  W.  Belknap,  Secretary  of  War,  recalled,  examined, 
and  concluded  hia  testimony. 

C.  J.  McGowan  recalled  and  examined. 

On  motion,  adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Thursday,  April  18, 1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Ames,  Logan,  and  Carpenter. 

Hon.  Carl  Schurz  also  present. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

The  chairman  laid  before  the  committee  correspondence  received 
from  General  W.  B.  Franklin;  also  communication  from  the  Secretary 
of  War;  also  copies  of  opinions  of  Judge  Advocate  General,  u|)on  con- 
struction of  the  law  of  1868,  touching  sale  of  arms  and  ordnance  stoi^e^. 
Ordered  printed. 

Mr.  J.  H.  Saville,  chief  clerk  Treasury,  sworn  and  examined. 

On  motion,  adjourned  to  meet  to-morrow  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Attest: 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee, 


Washington,  D.  C, 
Friday,  April  19, 1872—10.30  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present,  Senators  Hamlin,  Ames,  and  Sawyer. 
Hon.  Carl  Schurz  also  present. 
Journal  read  and  approved. 

The  Marquis  de  Chambrun,  by  permission,  read  letter  from  French 
consul  at  Kew  York.    Ordered  to  be  printed. 
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General  W.  B.  Franklin  recalled  and  examined. 
Charles  J.  McGowan  recalled  and  examined. 

It  was  here  announced  by  the  chairman  that  no  farther  testimony 
was  to  be  taken,  and  the  investigation  was  now  closed. 
On  motion,  voted  to  adjourn,  to  meet  at  the  call  of  the  chairman. 
Attest : 

WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 


Washington,  D.  0., 
Tuesday^  April  23, 1872—11  a.  m. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  call  from  the  chairman.  All  the 
members  present. 

Journal  read  and  approved. 

Letters  from  General  W.  B.  Franklin  and  Colonel  8.  V.  Ben6t  were^ 
read  by  the  chairman,  and  ordered  printed. 

The  chairman  said  he  had  received  from  the  Marquis  de  Ghambrnn 
certain  documents  and  translations  of  papers,  which  he  then  laid  before 
the  committee  for  its  action. 

It  was  unanimously  voted  to  return  them  to  the  marquis. 

On  motion,  adjourned  to  meet  Thursday,  April  25th,  instant,  at  11 
o'(Block  a.  m. 

Attest:  WM.  S.  DODGE, 

Clerk  to  Committee. 
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